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- Purpose

This memorandum provides U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) personnel
guidance on the exercise of prosecutorial discretion to ensure that- tht% igeﬁ@? immigration
enforcement resources are focused on the agency’s enforceg}gmﬁ'i rities. The memorandum
also serves to make clear which agency emplo)iefgma\y%(}(ermse prosecutonal discretion and
what factors should be considered. “o. 09.72

; C‘f\* .
This memorandu; bgdﬁ-‘s\bt}' gjeveral emstmg memoranda related to pro secutonal discretion w1th
special emphasm%]n the following: :

e Sam Bernsen, Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS) General Counsel, Legal
Opinion Regarding Service Exercise of Prosecutorial Discretion (July 15, 1976);
e Bo Cooper, INS General Counsel INS Exercise of Prosecutorial Discretion (July 11,
~2000); :
s Doris Meissner, INS Comxmssmner Exermsmg Prosecutonal Discretion (November 17,
2000);
e Bo Cooper, INS General Counsel, Motions to Reopen for Cons1derat10ns of Adjustment
of Status (May 17, 2001);
e William J. Howard, Principal Legal Adwsor Prosecutorial Dlscretlon (October 24,
2005);
o Julie L. Myers, Asmstant Secretary, Prosecutonal and Custody Discretion (November 7,
2007);
e John Morton, Director, Civil Immigration Enforcement Priorities for the Apprehension,
Detention, and Removal of Aliens (March 2, 2011); and ,
e John Morton, Director, Prosecutorial Discretion: Certain Victims, Witnesses, and
- Plaintiffs (June 17, 2011).
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; Exerczsmg Prosecutorial Discretion Conszstent with the Priorities of tke Agency for the
’Apprehens;on Detentzon and Removal of Aliens

| 'The following memoranda related to prosecutorial discretion are rescinded:

s Johnny N. Williams, Executive Associate Commissioner (EAC) for Field Operations,
Supplemental Guidance Regarding DiScretionary Referrals for Special Registration
7 (October 31, 2002); and
¢ Johnny N. Williams, EAC for Field Operanons Supplemental NSEERS Guidance for
Call-In Reglstrants (January 8, 2003).

Background

One of ICE’s central responsibilities is to enforce the nation’s civil immigration laws in
coordination with U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP) and U.S. Citizenship and

- Immigration Services (USCIS). ICE, however, has limited resources to remove those

illegally in the United States. ICE must prioritize the use of its enforcement personnel,

detention space, and removal assets to ensure that the aliens it removes represent, as much as ,
reasonably possible, the agency’s enforcement priorities, namely the promotion of national .
~ security, border security, public safety, and the integrity of the immigration system. These
priorities are outlined inr the ICE Civil Immigration Enforcement Priorities memorandum of

March 2, 2011, which this memora‘ndum is intended to support.

Because the agency is confronted with more administrative violations tha Gt\%resources can
address, the agency must regularly exercise “prosecutorial dlSCI‘ P@gﬁ’zi lt 1s to prioritize its

efforts. In basic terms, prosecutorial discretion is th an agency charged with
enforcing a law to decide to what degree to ezx\fp’io%‘ﬁle law against a particular individual. ICE,
like any other law enforcement agengy, @1%8 prosecutorial discretion and may exercise'it in the
ordinary course of enfo e;n‘e %When ICE favorably exercises prosecutorial discretion, it
essentially decides@mot” to assert the full scope of the enforcement authority available to the agency
in a given case. ‘

~ In the civil immigration enforcement context, the term “prosecutorial discretion” applies to a
broad range of discretionary enforcement decisions, 1nclud1ng but not limited to the
following:

A\
deciding to issue or cancel a notice of detainer;
deciding to issue, reissue, serve, file, or cancel a Notice to Appear (NTA); -
focusing enforcement resources on particular administrative violations or conduct;
deciding whom to stop, question, or arrest for an administrative violation;
deciding whom to detain or to release on bond supervision, personal recognizance, or
other condition;
o seeking expedlted removal or other forms of removal by means other than a formal
~ removal proceedmg in immigration court;

e o o » 0

! The Meissner memorandum’s standard for prosecutorial discretion in a given case turned principally on whether a
substantial federal interest was present. Under this memorandum, the standard is principally one of pursuing those
~ cases that meet the agency’s pnormes for federal lmmxgratlon enforcement generally.
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settling or dismissing a proceeding;

granting deferred action, granting parole, or staying a final order of removal;
agreeing to voluntary departure, the withdrawal of an application for admission, or
other action in lieu of obtaining a formal order of removal;

pursuing an appeal; '

executing a removal order; and

responding to or joining in a motion to reopen removal proceedings and to consider
joining in a motion to grant relief or a benefit. '

Authorized ICE Personnel

Prosecutorial discretion in civil immigration enforcement matters is held by the Director” and
may be exercised, with appropriate supervisory oversight, by the following ICE employees
according to their specific responsibilities and authorities: - o

o officers, agents, and their respective supervisors within Enforcement and Removal
Operations (ERO) who have authority to institute 1mm1grat1on removal proceedmgs or to
otherwise engage in civil immigration enforcement;

o officers, special agents, and their respective superv1sors within Homeland Security
Investigations (HSI) who have authority to institute 1mm1grat10n removal proceedings or
to othermse engage in civil immigration enforcement A, 201 '

V ug\)

e attorneys and their respectlve supervisors gismetﬁe 6fﬁce of the Principal Legal

- Advisor (OPLA) who have auth gt‘ﬂti\)'zl%present ICE in immigration removal.
proceedlngs before ﬂ& E&ed&ﬁve Office for Imm1grat10n Rewew (EOIR); and

o the Dlrect@? %xe Deputy Director, and thelr senior staff.

ICE attemeys may exercise prosecutorial discretion in any immigration removal proceeding

before EOIR, on referral of the case from EOIR to the Attorney General, or during the pendency

.of an appeal to the federal courts, including a proceeding proposed or initiated by CBP or

USCIS. If an ICE attorney decides to exercise prosecutorial discretion to dismiss, suspend, or

close a particular case or matter, the attorney should notify the relevant ERO, HSI, CBP, or

USCIS charging official about the decision. In the event there is a dispute between the charging

official and the ICE attorney regarding the attorney’s decision to exercise prosecutorial » ‘

discretion, the ICE Chief Counsel should attempt to resolve the dispute with the local supervisors
~of the charging official. If local resolution is not possible, the matter should be elevated to the

Deputy Director of ICE for resolution..

" ?Delegation of Authority to the Assistant Secretary, Immlgratlon and Customs Enforcement, Delegation No. 7030.2
(November 13, 2004), delegating among other authorities, the authority to exercise prosecutorial discretion in
immigration enforcement matters (as defined in 8 U.S.C. § 1101(a)(17)).
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Factors to Consider When Exercising Prosecutorial Discretion

When weighing whether an exercise of prosecutorial discretion may be warranted for a given
-alien, ICE officers, agents, and attorneys should consider all relevant factors, including, but not
limited to—

the agency’s civil immigration enforcement priorities; : :
¢ the person’s length of presence in the United States with particular consideration given
to presence while in lawful status; :
o the circumstances of the person’s arrival in the United States and the manner of his or her
~ entry, particularly if the alien came to the United States as a young child; B
e the person’s pursuit of education in the United States, with particular consideration given
to those who have graduated from a U.S. high school or have successfully pursued or are
pursuing a college or advanced degrees at a legitimate mstltutlon of higher educatlon in
the United States;
e whether the person, or the person’s immediate relative, has served in the U.S. mlhtary,
~ reserves, or national guard, with pamcular consideration given to those who served in
combat;
o the person’s cnmmal hustory, including arrests, prior convictions, or outstanding arrest
. warrants;
e the person’s immigration history, including any prior removal, outstanding order of
removal, prior denial of status, or evidence of fraud; 24 20\6
whether the person poses a national security or pubhg spaf@tﬁ?}:oncem
the person’s ties and contributions to th ogm‘miﬁ'ﬁty, including family relationships;
the person’s ties to the home con@:gtfﬁ/ conditions in the country;
- the person’s age, w1 c\x\l\ ar consideration given to minors and the elderly;
whether %@%Sn has a U.S. citizen or permanent resident spouse, child, or parent;
whether the person is the primary caretaker of a person with a mental or physmal
disability, minor, or seriously ill relative; :
whether the person or the person’s spouse is pregnant or nursing;
whether the person or the person’s spouse suffers from severe mental or physwal illness;
whether the person’s nationality renders removal unlikely;
whether the person is likely to be granted temporary or permanent status or other relief
from removal, including as a relative of a U.S. citizen or permanent resident;
¢ whether the person is likely to be granted temporary or permanent status or other relief
from removal, including as an asylum seeker, or a victim of domestic violence, human
trafficking, or other crime; and
¢ whether the person is currently cooperatmg or has cooperated w1th federal, state or local
law enforcement authorities, such as ICE, the U.S Attorneys or Department of Justice, the
Department of Labor, or National Labor Relations Board, among others.

e o o 0

This list is not exhaustive and no one factor is determinative. ICE officers, agents, and attorneys
should always consider prosecutorial discretion on a case-by-case basis. The decisions should be
based on the totality of the circumstances, with the goal of conforming to ICE’s enforcement
priorities. . :
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That said, there are certain classes of individuals that warrant particular care. As was stated in

the Meissner memorandum on Exercising Prosecutorial Discretion, there are factors that can help
ICE officers, agents, and attorneys identify these cases so that they can be reviewed as early as
possible in the process.

The following positive factors should prompt particular care and consideration:

veterans and members of the U.S. armed forces;
long-time lawful permanent residents;
minors and elderly individuals;
individuals present in the Umted States since chlldhood
pregnant or nursing women;
~ victims of domestic violence, trafficking, or other serious crimes;
individuals who suffer from a serious mental or physical dlsablhty, and
- individuals with serious health conditions.

.,...<O.Q‘O

In exercising prosecutorial discretion in furtherance of ICE’s enforcement priorities‘ the
following negative factors should also prompt particular care and consideration by ICE ofﬁcers
agents, and attorneys: :

individuals who pose a clear risk to national security;
serious felons, repeat offenders, or individuals with a lengthgﬁ gmnﬁﬁa?record of any kind;
known gang members or other md1v1dua1s who 0sgd Rl danger to public safety; and
individuals with an egregious record I%1011 violations, including those with a

' record of illegal re-entry anq\\glq@ o ha,ve engaged in immigration fraud.

Timin : pe S°

~ While ICE may exefcise prosecutorial discretion at any stage of an enforcement proceeding, itis -
generally preferable to exercise such discretion as early in the case or proceeding as possible in '
order to preserve government resources that would otherwise be expended in pursuing the
enforcement proceeding. As was more extensively elaborated on in the Howard Memorandum
on Prosecutorial Discretion, the universe of opportunities to exercise prosecutorial discretion is
~large. It may be exercised at any stage of the proceedings. It is also preferable for ICE officers,
agents, and attorneys to consider prosecutorial discretion in cases without waiting for an alien or
alien's advocate or counsel to request a favorable exercise of discretion. Although affirmative
requests from an alien or his or her representative may prompt an evaluation of whether a
favorable exercise of discretion is appropriate in a given case, ICE officers, agents, and attorneys
should examine each such case independently to determine whether a favorable exercise of
discretion may be appropriate.

~ In cases where, based upon an officer’s, agent’s, or attorney’s initial examination, an exercise of
prosecutorial discretion may be warranted but additional information would assist in reaching a
final decision, additional information may be requested from the alien or his or her
representative. Such requests should be made in conformity with ethics rules governing
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communication with represented individuals® and should always emphasize that, while ICE may
be considering whether to exercise discretion in the case, there is no guarantee that the agency
“will ultimately exercise discretion favorably. Responsive information from the alien or his or her
representative need not take any particular form and can range from a simple letter or e-mail
message to a memorandum with supporting attachments.

Disclaimer

As there is no nght to the favorable exercise of dlscretlon by the agency, nothing in this
memorandum should be construed to prohibit the apprehension, detention, or removal of any
alien unlawfully in the United States or to limit the legal authority of ICE or any of its personnel
to enforce federal immigration law. Similarly, this memorandum, which may be modified,
superseded, or rescinded at any time without notice, is not intended to, does not, and may not be
relied upon to create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable at law by any
party in any administrative, civil, or criminal matter.

3 For questions concerning such rules, officers or agents should consult their local Office of Chief Counsel.
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U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT

11064.1: Facilitating Parental Interests in the Course of Civil Immigration
Enforcement Activities

Issue Date: August 23, 2013
Effective Date: August 23, 2013
Superseded: N/A

Federal Enterprise Architecture Number: 306-112-002b

1. Purpose/Background. U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) is committed
to intelligent, effective, safe and humane enforcement of the nation’s immigration laws.
ICE seeks to enforce immigration laws fairly and with respect for a parent’s rights and
responsibilities. This directive supplements existing ICE enforcement priority
memoranda. This Directive establishes ICE policy and procedures to address the
placement, monitoring, accommodation, and removal of certain alien parents. The
Directive is particularly concerned with the placement, monitoring, accommodation, and
removal of alien parents or legal guardians who are: 1) prim grét@ﬁ s of minor
children without regard to the dependent’s c1tlzensh1 %)\pat‘ént and legal guardians who
have a direct interest in family court procee $v1ng a minor or child welfare
proceedings in the United States; d’Bﬁ?arents or legal guardians whose minor children
are U.S. citizens (U SCSQ\B@ lh\ﬁfu permanent residents (LPRs).

V-
This Dlre&ﬁfg ?s intended to complement the immigration enforcement priorities and
prosecutorial discretion memoranda, as well as other related detention standards and
policies that govern the intake, detention, and removal of alien parents. The security and
safety of any ICE employee, detainee, ICE detention staff or member of the public will
be paramount in the exercise of the procedures and requirements of this Directive.

2, Policy. ICE personnel should ensure that the agency’s immigration enforcement
activities do not unnecessarily disrupt the parental rights of both alien parents or legal
guardians of minor children Particular attention should be paid to immigration
enforcement activities involving: 1) parents or legal guardians who are primary
caretakers; 2) parents or legal guardians who have a direct interest in family court or
child welfare proceedings; 3) parents or legal guardians whose minor children are
physically present in the United States and are USCs or LPRs. ICE will maintain a
comprehensive process for identifying, placing, monitoring, accommodating, and
removing alien parents or legal guardians of minor children while safeguarding their
parental rights.

3. Definitions. The following definitions apply for the purposes of this Directive only.

Facilitating Parental Interests in the Course of Civil Immigration Enforcement Activities
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3.2
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4.1.

4.2.

4.3.

4.4.

4.5.

4.6.
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Custody. The period of time during which a person has been arrested or detained by ICE
under its civil immigration enforcement authorities, is physically present in an ICE-
owned, -leased, or -contracted detention facility pursuant to such authorities, or is being
transported by ICE or an ICE contractor (including for the purposes of removal from the
United States) pursuant to such authorities. Custody ends when the person is released
from ICE’s physical confinement or restraint, including upon transfer to another agency.

Initial Placement. The first facility where an alien is detained by ICE.

Parental Rights. The fundamental rights of parents to make decisions concerning the
care, custody, and control of their minor children without regard to the child’s
citizenship, as provided for and limited by applicable law. The rights of legal guardians
of minor children to make decisions concerning those children as provided for and
limited by applicable law.

Family Court or Child Welfare Proceeding. A proceeding in which a family or
dependency court or child welfare agency adjudicates or enforces the rights of parents or
minor children through determination or modification of parenting plans, child custody,
visitation, or support, or the distribution of property or other legal obligations in the
context of parental rights.

Responsibilities. 0\
" \ived on A9
Enforcement and Removal Open@qﬁgh@%@ﬁO) Field Office Directors (FODs) and
their staff or designees I(l\%\z\e WSpgnsibilities under Sections 5.1 through 5.7.
Ly
fo V-
The EROExecutive Associate Director (EAD) has responsibilities under Section 5.8

and 5.9.

The ERO Field Operations Division has responsibilities under Section 5.7 (Facilitation
of Return).

The Parental Rights Coordinator has responsibilities under Sections 5.1, 5.8, and 5.10
(Training).

The Field Point of Contact (POC) for Parental Rights in each ERO Field Office have
responsibilities under Sections 5.1, 5.2, and 5.8 (Implementation through Collaboration
and Information Sharing).

ICE Office of Detention Policy and Planning (ODPP) has responsibilities under
Section 5.10 (Training).

Procedures/Requirements.

Facilitating Parental Interests in the Course of Civil Immigration Enforcement Activities
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S.1. Field Points of Contact for Parental Rights (“Field POCs”).

1)

2)

3)

5.2. Prosecutorial Discretion and Identification \\'\\Jed on

1)

2)

Each ERO FOD shall designate a specially trained coordinator at the supervisory
level in his or her Field Office to serve as the Field POC for Parental Rights for
his/her area of responsibility (AOR). These Field POCs will regularly communicate
with the Parental Rights Coordinator (See 5.8) and report to ERO HQ on the progress
of implementing this Directive. The Field POCs will also participate in all relevant
training offered by HQ ERO on the subject of this Directive.

Each Field POC shall receive and address public inquiries related to the parental
rights or family ties of detained alien parents or legal guardians of minor children.
Careful consideration should be given to cases involving parents or legal guardians
who are primary caretakers, those who have a direct interest in family court or child
welfare proceedings, and those whose minor children are USCs or LPRs. Inquiries
may be received from detained or non-detained aliens, their family members,
attorneys or representatives, advocacy groups, state and local family courts, and/or
child welfare services, among others.

Information regarding how to contact the Field POCs shall be posted and publicized
at detention facilities within each AOR and on the ICE website. Information will be
made available in multiple languages to the extent practica%)&em‘ 20\6

AUGYS
(C
0A22 2

|

Prosecutorial DiscreténgCF@Bs shall continue to weigh whether an exercise of

. . AR . . .
prosecutog 611$C¥é1t10n may be warranted for a given alien and shall consider all
relevait¥actors in this determination, including whether the alien is a parent or legal
guardian of a USC or LPR minor, or is a primary caretaker of a minor. While the
FODs may exercise prosecutorial discretion at any stage of an enforcement
proceeding, it is generally preferable to exercise such discretion as early in the case or
proceeding as possible.

Identification. 1CE may receive information that identifies an alien as a parent or
legal guardian of a USC or LPR minor, or as a primary caretaker of a minor at any
time during the alien’s arrest, processing or detention.

If such information is sufficiently credible to confirm the alien’s status as a parent or
legal guardian of a USC or LPR minor, or as a primary caretaker of a minor, FODs
should reevaluate any custody determination for the alien to the extent permitted by
law and in accordance with existing ICE policy.

Once a detained alien has been determined to be a parent or legal guardian of a USC
or LPR minor, or as a primary caretaker of a minor, the FOD or Field POC should
also enter this information into ENFORCE.

Facilitating Parental Interests in the Course of Civil Immigration Enforcement Activities
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Initial Placement and Subsequent Transfers.

1) If the alien’s child, children, or family court or child welfare proceedings are within

2)

the AOR of initial apprehension, the FOD shall refrain from making an initial
placement or from subsequently transferring the alien outside of the AOR of
apprehension, unless deemed necessary by the FOD for the reasons outlined in
Section 5.2(3) of ICE Policy 11022.1, Detainee Transfers (January 4, 2012)
(“Detainee Transfer Directive). FODs shall also note any transfers outside the AOR
in the updated Detainee Transfer Checklist (attached).

Further, and subject to detention space availability, the FOD will initially place the
detained alien parent as close as practicable to the alien’s child(ren) and/or to the
location of the alien’s family court or child welfare proceedings (if any).

Nature of the Individual’s Participation in Family Court or Child Welfare
Proceedings.

1y

In-person appearance -- When a detained alien parent or legal guardian’s presence is
required to participate in family court or child welfare proceedings in order for him or
her to maintain, or regain, custody of his or her child(ren) and: \6
20

a) The detained alien parent or legal guardian or hl%gghé} attomey or other

representative requests with reasonab}gmﬁ&g an opportunity to participate in

such hearings; o1 0A22 2

wo. Y

b) Thed tg’kged M\igggérent or legal guardian, or his or her attorney or other
repr€sentative, has produced evidence of a family court or child welfare
proceeding, including but not limited to, a notice of hearing, scheduling letter,
court order, or other such documentation;

¢) The family court or child welfare proceedings are located within a reasonable
driving distance of the detention facility where the detained alien parent or legal
guardian is housed;

d) Transportation and escort of the detained alien parent or legal guardian would not
be unduly burdensome on Field Office operations; and

€) Such transportation and/or escort of the detained alien parent or legal guardian to
participate in family court or child welfare proceedings does not present security
and/or public safety concerns,

The FOD shall arrange for the detained alien parent or legal guardian’s in-person
appearance at family court or child welfare proceedings, if practicable.

2)

Participation by video or standard teleconferencing — If it is impracticable to
transport the detained alien parent or legal guardian to appear in-person in a family

Facilitating Parental Interests in the Course of Civil Immigration Enforcement Activities
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court or child welfare proceeding, due to distance or safety or security concerns, the
FOD should work with both the detained alien parent or legal guardian and the family
court or child welfare authority to identify alternative means for the detained alien
parent or legal guardian to participate in the proceeding. For instance, if it is
technologically feasible, and approved by the family court or child welfare authority,
the FOD may facilitate a detained alien parent’s or legal guardian’s appearance or
participation through video or standard teleconferencing from the detention facility or
the Field Office.

In all cases, if the detained alien parent or legal guardian does not wish to attend
and/or participate in a family court or child welfare proceeding, ICE will not interfere
with the detained alien parent’s or legal guardian’s decision, which shall be
documented in the detainee’s A-File.

5.5. Visitation.

1)

2)

In some cases, parent-child visitation may be required by the family court or child
welfare authority in order for a detained alien parent or legal guardian to maintain or
regain custody of his or her minor child(ren). If a detained alien parent or legal
guardian, or his or her family member, attorney, or other representative produces
documentation (e.g. a reunification plan, scheduling letter, g;tl@ﬂﬁfr, or other such
documentation) of such a requirement, FODs shal fp@i@“t’&t\e, to the extent practicable,
the required visitation between the detail}g@(\aﬁénoparent or legal guardian and his or
her minor child(ren).' o1 0A22 2

wo-©

s ) . s )
a) Such 'alﬁ?l&atlon may include contact visitation, within the constraints of
safety and security for both facility staff and detainees.

b) These special arrangements shall not limit or otherwise adversely affect the
detained alien parent or legal guardian’s normal visitation rights under the
relevant detention standards, or the safe and efficient operation of the detention
facility.

While in-person visitation is preferred and should be made available whenever
practicable, if it is technologically feasible and approved by the family court or child
welfare authority, FODs may permit parent-child visitation through video or standard
teleconferencing from the detention facility or the Field Office.

! Pursuant to ICE detention standards, at facilities where there is no provision for visits by minors, upon request,
FODs shall arrange for a visit by children, stepchildren, and/or foster children within the first 30 days. After that
time, upon request, ICE shall consider a request for transfer, when possible, to a facility that will allow such
visitation. Upon request, FODs shall continue monthly visits, if transfer is not approved, or until an approved
transfer can be effected. See NDS 2000 (Section H.2.d); PBNDS 2008 (Section H.2.d); PBNDS 2011 (Section

1.2.b).

Facilitating Parental Interests in the Course of Civil Immigration Enforcement Activities
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Coordinating Care or Travel of Minor Children Pending Removal of a Parent or
Legal Guardian.

1)

2)

3)

9
Facilitation of Return. . WO 0
NGt

1)

2)

Where detained alien parents or legal guardians who maintain their parental rights are
subject to a final order of removal and ICE is effectuating their removal, FODs or
their appropriate designees should accommodate, to the extent practicable, the
detained parent or legal guardian’s individual efforts to make provisions for their
minor children. Such provisions may include the parent or legal guardian’s attempt to
arrange guardianship for his/her minor children to remain in the United States, or to
obtain travel documents for their child(ren) to accompany them to their country of
removal,

FODs will coordinate, to the extent practicable, within their local detention facilities
and within the Field Office to afford detained alien parents or legal guardians access
to counsel, consulates and consular officials, courts and/or family members in the
weeks preceding removal in order to execute signed documents (e.g., powers of
attorney, passport applications, appointments of guardians or other permissions),
purchase airline tickets, and make other necessary preparations prior to removal.

In addition, the FOD may, subject to security considerations, provide sufficient notice
of the removal itinerary to the detainee or through the detained alien’s attorney or
other representative, so that coordinated travel arr:%pgcm‘é}:i s may be made for the
alien’s minor child(ren). e ©

1 ‘2'\2'2 a

o\
Ifa lawﬁlﬁ)?xremoved alien (or his or her attorney, family member, consular official
or other representative) provides to ICE verifiable evidence indicating that he or she
has a hearing or hearings related to his or her termination of parental or legal
guardianship rights before a family court or child welfare authority in the United
States, and the court or child welfare authority has determined that the removed
parent or legal guardian must be physically present, rather than participating via other
means, ICE may, on a case-by-case basis, while taking into account security and
public safety considerations, facilitate the return of the alien to the United States by
grant of parole for the sole purpose of participation in the termination of parental
rights proceedings.

ICE shall consider facilitating the return of a removed parent or legal guardian in
compelling humanitarian cases. Aliens who are allowed to return must acknowledge
in writing that they may be subject to additional safeguards, including but not limited
to, detention, electronic monitoring or routine reporting requirements. Prior to being
paroled back into the United States, alien parents or legal guardians must confirm, in
writing: (i) that their sole purpose in traveling to the United States is to attend their
termination of parental rights hearings; (ii) that the grant of parole can be terminated
at any time; (iii) that they are not traveling to the United States in order to pursue
immigration benefits or relief or protection from removal, or to otherwise circumvent
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orderly visa and immigration processing; (iv) that they will depart the United States
without delay following the conclusion of the final parental rights termination hearing
for which they traveled to the United States; and (v) that they understand that if they
do not depart the United States promptly upon the completion of such hearing, they
may be subject to removal from the United States without further hearing as an
arriving alien. Additionally, facilitation of return under this Directive will not relieve
an alien of any ground of inadmissibility, deportability, or ineligibility for
immigration benefits or relief or protection from removal.

The alien will be responsible for incurring all costs associated with returning to
United States to participate in the termination of parental rights hearings; the alien
will also incur all costs for departing the United States at the conclusion of the
hearing.

Requests to facilitate return will be considered and accommodated on a case-by-case
basis, taking into account security and public safety considerations and other relevant
factors, such as whether the family court or relevant child welfare authority will
permit the removed alien to participate through alternative means, e.g., through video
or standard teleconferencing.

Implementation through Collaboration and Information Sh,%mg)\e’

1)
2)

ug“s
The ERO EAD shall designate a Parental &@gh& %ordlnator
2\2
The Parental nghts (&gord‘ih&or shall be responsible for:
Ly
oV-
a) Seﬁﬁr% as the primary point of contact and subject matter expert for all FODs and
Field POCs, regarding the parental rights of detained aliens.

b) With the assistance of relevant ERO divisions responsible for data collection and
analysis, evaluating on an ongoing basis information collected from ENFORCE,
Risk Classification Assessment (RCA) and other relevant ICE information
technology systems regarding detained alien parents or legal guardians and
sharing with FODs and Field POCs, on an ongoing basis, relevant information
about detained alien parents and legal guardians within each AOR.

¢) Assisting FODs and Field POCs in utilizing information about detained alien
parents and legal guardians to help ensure compliance with this directive,
including:

1. the appropriate exercise of prosecutorial discretion with respect to detained
aliens who are determined to be the primary caretaker of a minor child, or
who are determined to be the parent or legal guardian of a USC or LPR child;

il. appropriate initial placement decisions and transfer decisions for detained
alien parents or legal guardians;
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iii. the appropriate provision of escorted trips to family court or child welfare
proceedings for detained alien parents or legal guardians;

iv. appropriate visitation within ICE facilities; and

v. appropriate efforts, to the extent practicable, to allow a detained alien parent

or legal guardian to make provisions for their minor children, including
through increased access to counsel, consular officials, family and
dependency courts, child welfare authorities personnel, and/or family
members or friends in order to arrange guardianship, or to obtain travel
documents or otherwise make necessary travel arrangements, for his or her
children.

d) Coordinating as necessary with other relevant ERO program offices, FODs, state
or local family court or child welfare authority personnel, consular officials and
others to facilitate the timely response to issues or complaints relating to the
parental rights of detained aliens received by ICE.

¢) Working as necessary with relevant ICE program offices and consular officials to
facilitate the return to the United States of certain lawfully removed aliens by
grant of parole for the sole purpose of participation in the termination of parental
rights proceedings.
5, 200
To the extent practicable, the FODs and the Field PQ\Q@,\SBE?I utilize information
collected from ENFORCE, RCA, and othgw&@vggt ICE information technology
systems regarding detained ali nf(ppr%ﬁt?‘and legal guardians to perform the functions

described in Sectionn50 @(m%f this Directive.
NS Lt

With support from other relevant ICE program offices and in coordination with U.S.
Department of Homeland Security (DHS) entities and the U.S. Department of Health
and Human Services’ Administration for Children and Families, the ERO EAD or his
or her designee shall work with representatives of family and dependency courts and
child welfare authorities to develop methods for improving communication and
cooperation between the immigration enforcement, family or dependency court, and
child welfare systems.

In cooperation with non-governmental organization stakeholders, the ERO EAD or
his or her designee shall ensure the dissemination to all over-72-hour facility law
libraries relevant resource guides, including materials prepared by non-governmental
organizations and reviewed by ICE, regarding dependency proceedings and the
intersection of these proceedings with immigration enforcement and detention.

Training,

1

The Parental Rights Coordinator, in consultation with relevant ICE and DHS program
offices — to include other relevant ERO program offices, the ICE Office of Training
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and Development, Office of Detention Policy and Planning, and the DHS Office for
Civil Rights and Civil Liberties — shall develop training materials to assist FODs,
Field POCs, and other relevant Field Office personnel in the implementation of this
Directive.

2) Training shall cover, at a minimum, the means by which ICE officers and personnel
will safeguard the parental rights of aliens they encounter — through identification,
placement, monitoring, accommodation, and removal — while fulfilling their
obligation to enforce the immigration laws.

6. Recordkeeping. None.

7. Authorities/References.

7.1.  INA § 212(d)(5), 8 U.S.C. § 1182(d)(5).

7.2. 8 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) §212.5

7.3.  ICE Policy 10075.1, Exercising Prosecutorial Discretion Consistent with the Civil
Immigration Enforcement Priorities of the Agency for the Apprehension, Detention, and
Removal of Aliens (June 17, 2011). (o4, 29" A6

p\ug\’s

7.4. ICE Policy 10072.1, Civil Immigration Enfo;ggm@ﬁt T’rlontles for the Apprehension,

Detention, and Removal of Aher@ébeﬁ@ﬁ'? 2011).

7.5. 2011 Perfom)‘SBQ@ABés\@l Natlonal Detention Standard, “5.2 Trips for Non-medical
Emergencits.

7.6.  ICE Policy 11022.1, Detainee Transfers (January 4, 2012).

8. Attachments.

8.1. Detainee Transfer Checklist (updated).

9. No Private Right. Notwithstanding the provisions of this Directive, ICE retains its
discretion to remove or detain any alien to the extent permitted by law, irrespective of an
alien’s pending family court or child welfare proceeding. These guidelines and priorities

are not intended to, do not, and may not be relied upon to create any right or benefit,
substantive or procedural, enforceable at law by any party in any administrative, civil, or

Z9

-~
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Acting Directo / 4

U.S. Immigratiqg and Customs Enforcement
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