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EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR)

From: Fong, Thomas (EOIR)

Sent: Monday, May 10, 2010 10:52 AM

To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR); Fong, Thomas (EOIR)

Subject: RE: IJC Memo - Matter of Motamed Hashemi, A097 369 259 (BIA October 27, 2009)

Mary Beth, You are correct on all four cases. I will send you a copy of the cover email dated 12/31/09 that I sent to her so
that she could prep for the meeting she and I held on 1/13/10. It shows these cases and other matters we were (did) to
discuss in that meeting. I will also prepare and send this week four separate “IJ Complaint Intake Form(s)” for each one
for Deborah to record to show actions and resolution. Tom

Thomas Y.K. Fong
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
Immigration Court/EOIR/DOJ
606 South Olive Street, 15th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90014
(213)894-2811 (ext. 342)
thomas.fong@usdoj.gov

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
Sent: Friday, May 07, 2010 1:34 PM
To: Fong, Thomas (EOIR)
Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)
Subject: RE: IJC Memo - Matter of Motamed Hashemi, A097 369 259 (BIA October 27, 2009)

Tom,
One more, Matter of Lin, same month, same question !
Tx.
mtk

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
Sent: Friday, May 07, 2010 4:32 PM
To: Fong, Thomas (EOIR)
Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)
Subject: RE: IJC Memo - Matter of Motamed Hashemi, A097 369 259 (BIA October 27, 2009)

Tom,
With regard to this case, as well as Matter of Siaw and Matter of Xu, all in Oct 2009. I don’t have a record
of “resolutions”. Were these matters handled in her performance meeting in Jan 2010?
Tx.
mtk

From: Fong, Thomas (EOIR)
Sent: Friday, October 30, 2009 3:40 PM
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
Subject: RE: IJC Memo - Matter of Motamed Hashemi, A097 369 259 (BIA October 27, 2009)

Acknowledged.
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Thomas Y.K. Fong
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
Immigration Court/EOIR/DOJ
606 South Olive Street, 15th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90014
(213)894-3906 (ext. 342)
thomas.fong@usdoj.gov

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
Sent: Friday, October 30, 2009 11:52 AM
To: Fong, Thomas (EOIR)
Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)
Subject: FW: IJC Memo - Matter of Motamed Hashemi, A097 369 259 (BIA October 27, 2009)

Tom,
Judge Munoz.
mtk

From: Smith, Terry (EOIR)
Sent: Friday, October 30, 2009 2:13 PM
To: O'Leary, Brian (EOIR); Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
Cc: Liebowitz, Ellen (EOIR); Weil, Jack (EOIR); Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR); Smith, Terry (EOIR)
Subject: IJC Memo - Matter of Motamed Hashemi, A097 369 259 (BIA October 27, 2009)

Hi Brian & MaryBeth,

Find attached an IJC memo in the Matter of Motamed Hashemi, A097 369 259 (BIA October 27, 2009).

Thank you,

Terry Smith

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
10176; 10271



(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)

RodrigueP
Text Box
4207; 4232



(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
4233; 4245



(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (5)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
4322; 4345



(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
3108; 3180; 4413



EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR) 

From: 
	

Burr, Sarah (EOIR) 
Sent: 
	

Wednesday, January 26, 2011 2:30 PM 
To: 
	

Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: 
	

RE: Horn complaint 349 

I agree that it should be closed as being addressed by subsequent training. 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Wednesday, January 26, 2011 2:23 PM 
To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Cc: Burr, Sarah (EOIR) 
Subject: Horn complaint 349 

D — 

This is an old one, still showing as OPEN in the DB. Matter of Zhang, 098-690-240. where BIA remanded to another IJ 
citing Islam. Judge called r an "unmitigated liar." The judge's conduct occurred 1/31/2006. WRT to another complaint, 
Judge Burr indicated: 

put that conduct occurred prior to retraining in November, 2007. Counselled on this issue on Jan.26,2010 as part of PWP 
conference. Will be addressing same issue in 7/10 progress report. I would mark both of these as "Closed", since it is a 
continuing area of counseling and retraining. I do plan to have him attend some mandated training at the IJ conference. 

If Judge Burr agrees, I think we close this one, which pre dated his training on credibility issues (lying is a cred issue) as 
concluded with the November 2007 training. If that doesn't work be the training pre dates the BIA decision, close it WI the 
same oral counseling of 112612010 listed above. 

Tx. 
mtk 

MaryBeth Xelrer 
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge 
EOIR/OCIJ 
703/305-1247 
mary.beth.keller@usdoj.gov  
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Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 

From: 	 Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: 	 Wednesday, August 10, 2011 1:19 PM 
To: 	 Burr, Sarah (EOIR) 
Subject: 	 Re: 2 DC memos from the BIA 

Sarah 
I will take a look nxt week. Meantime, it sounds to me like the page complaint may be dismissd as unsubstantiated and 
van wyke complaint may be dismissd as merits based. That's what u can tell them if u find that. If there is anythg worth 
tlkg to van wyke about in terms of your thoughts about why he was revd then that is an option too. I didn't look closely 
at but did note - I think- that they revd the discretion which is unusual - have a great time in maine! I need anothr week 
here at the beach!! 
Mtk 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Device 

From: Burr, Sarah (EOIR) 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2011 12:29 PM 
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: 2 IJC memos from the BIA 

I know you are on vacation and I hope you are having a fabulous time. I'm going on vacation soon... 

I have had referred to me recently 2 IJC memos from the BIA and I am at a loss as to what, if anything, to do about them. 

The first regards Judge Page, and is complaint number 520. This regards an IJ decision, which the Board upheld, with a 
notation that the respondent alleges that the IJ ridiculed him and he did not receive a fair hearing. However, the decision 
goes on to note that the respondent points to nothing in the record, and presumably the Board found nothing in the record 
to substantiate this claim, with the BIA concluding that there is no showing that the hearing was not fairly conducted. So, 
what do I do with this? Tell the IJ that an alien claims he wasn't fair, although the Board upheld him? 

The second case regards Judge VanWyke, and doesn't have a complaint number yet. I just got it Monday. In this case the 
BIA reversed a discretionary grant of asylum, agreeing with the government that the particular crimes committed by the 
respondent should bar asylum as a matter of discretion. The IJ wrote a comprehensive opinion, explaining in detail why 
he granted in the exercise of discretion. I may not agree with his determination, but it's his to make. What can I possibly 
say to the IJ about this, without intruding on his judicial independence? 

Sarah m. Burr 
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York., N.Y. 
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EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR)

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2013 3:49 PM

To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR); Morris, Florencio (EOIR)

Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)

Subject: RE: Immigration Judge Complaint Intake Forms (8)

Importance: High

Good Afternoon Deborah:

We only have 2 complaints currently pending:

1) IJ Houser with Complaint No. 709. I am waiting for the IJ to rule on the Motion to Reopen and to respond
further to the entire complaint.

2) IJ Pelletier with Complaint No. 694. I am waiting for the IJ to fully respond to the complaint. I sent him a follow
up request on January 17, 2013.

The other two that you show pending on your report have been closed and were included in the e-mail of the 8 in-take
complaint updates:

1) IJ Ford with Complaint No. 712 was closed on January 17, 2013 based on oral counseling. The complaint had
merit and was substantiated but it is now closed. The IJ received oral counseling.

2) IJ Wilson with Complaint No. 666 was completed and closed. Please see the third page of the complaint intake
form. After the October 22, 2012 entry on the intake form there are two more entries. The correspondence was
sent to OCIJ on January 23, 2013 for further review and possible complaint against the OCC in Atlanta. And then
on January 17, 2013, the entry in the intake form reflects that the matter is being dismissed as unsubstantiated
and that it is closed.

The one on IJ Arrington involving respondent Donald Robinson (A026-076-500) which Sabina sent to me on December
14, 2012, was addressed with the judge. This is the case where the respondent claimed he was from Jamaica. He was
known to throw food and feces at the CCA guards and was kept in isolation. The BIA affirmed the IJ’s decision and all the
charges of removability. The matter was not substantiated and therefore dismissed. The complaint is closed as of
January 17, 2013. This one was also included in the 8 complaint intake forms that were sent to you. This complaint does
not have a number assigned to it.

In summary, at the present time and based upon the records on our end, we only have two complaints pending.

Thank you,

Judge Sukkar

From: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)
Sent: Friday, January 18, 2013 11:47 AM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR); Morris, Florencio (EOIR)
Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
Subject: RE: Immigration Judge Complaint Intake Forms (8)
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Good Morning

Attached is a report of all open complaint that you have in the database right now ACIJ Sukkar, besides the mentioned
complaint on IJ Arrington which I do not have anything at all on that.

If you have any inputs/closeouts to the open complaints, please just send me an email referencing the judge’s name and
or the complaint number and I will update the information in the database.

Thank you
Deborah

From: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)
Sent: Friday, January 18, 2013 9:27 AM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR); Morris, Florencio (EOIR)
Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
Subject: RE: Immigration Judge Complaint Intake Forms (8)

Thank you, I will enter these and send you a report later today. Also I have a Complaint on Saundra Arrington from a Mr.
Donald Robinson that was sent to you on 12/14 from Sabina -- I check and don’t have any updated info on that one.

Thank you
Deborah

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2013 6:47 PM
To: Morris, Florencio (EOIR); Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)
Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR)
Subject: RE: Immigration Judge Complaint Intake Forms (8)

 …………

From: Morris, Florencio (EOIR)
Sent: Thursday, January 17, 2013 6:30 PM
To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR)
Cc: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)
Subject: Immigration Judge Complaint Intake Forms (8)

Hi Deborah:

Attached please find a total of eight IJ Complaint Intake forms. This includes updates and new intake sheets. Please let
us know if there are any others pending.

Thanks,

Florencio (Tony) Morris, Staff Assistant
U.S. Department of Justice
Executive Office for Immigration Review
333 South Miami Avenue, Suite 700
Miami, Florida 33130-1901
305-789-4261
Florencio.Morris@usdoj.gov

(b) (6)
(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
6875



Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 

From: 	 Weisel, Robert (EOIR) 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, July 23, 2013 12:42 PM 
To: 	 Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Cc: 	 Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: 	 A#'s 095 800 073 (Judge Vomacka) and 070 585 448 (Judge Sichel) 

Deborah: 
I have concluded both these matters with oral counseling. You may close them. Thanks 

Robert D. Weisel 
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge 
26 Federal Plaza, Room 1237 
New York, N.Y. 10278 

(b) (6) (b) (6)(b) (6)(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
4039; 16597



(b) (6)

(b)(5) & Non Responsive 

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b)(5) & Non-Responsive

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
7669; 7689; 7723; 7744; 7849; 8100; 8360; 8377; 8402



(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
7670; 7690; 7724; 7745; 7850; 8101; 8361; 8378; 8403a



(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
7671; 7691; 7725; 7746; 7851; 8102; 8362; 8379; 8403b



(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
7692; 7726; 7747; 7852; 8098; 8313; 8363; 8380; 8406



(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6) (b) (6)(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
7693; 7727; 7748; 7853; 8099; 8314; 8364; 8381; 8407



Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 

From: 	Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR) 

Sent: 	Thursday, October 07, 2010 6:24 PM 

To: 	Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 

Cc: 	Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR); Morris, Florencio (EOIR) 

Subject: 	Closing Out Complaints 

Importance: High 

Dear Deborah: 

This is to let you know that today, October 7, 2010, I sat down with the following Ws and closed out any 
and all matters pending with them with oral counseling. 

Judge Torreh-Bayouth: Herrera-Lopez, Jose A023-214-366 

It may be closed already (MTK checked as we were talking today) but as part of her PWP, the IJ was 
counseled about the comments made by an intern from FIAC which the BIA sent to us. She provided 
another statement today. I told her the matter is treated as a complaint, the disposition is oral counseling 
and it is being closed. I then spent a few minutes asking her to minimize comments. 

Judge Maria Lopez-Enriquez: Soares Santos, Sandra Viviane A079-446-316 (Roberta Deutsch 
complaint) 

I indicated to the IJ that OPR does not have a complaint. This does not mean that if they receive a copy of 
the Motion to Recuse that they may not look into this. As such, OCIJ will proceed with oral counseling. 
We spent over an 90 minutes with the IJ. The mentor was with me. I went through the transcript with the 
IJ and explained where the pitfalls may have been. The complaint is that she is too prosecutorial and she 
needs to hold back a bit. I asked her to spend time in the courtroom alone and think about this. She said it 
has been a learning experience. I went over all the comments I received from AILA and DHS which praise 
her professionalism, her knowledge and her demeanor. Within the comments from AILA, I do see Roberta 
Deutsch complaining. I read the comments to the IJ. 
Please enter in the database that this was done and close it out. This was part of her PWP review as well. 

Judge Teofilo Chapa: Mercado-Diaz, Eric Rolando A098-349-823, 822 (Mr. Rogers approach comment) 

We went over this matter and conducted PWP review as well. Last time, he wanted a union rep, this time 
he did not mention it. Told him that this is oral counseling and that it will be closed out. We both had the 
previous two matters but these were discussed on January 25, 2010. Those were "inappropriate 
tone" (A094-331-519) and "brusque" comment by the BIA as to IJ's statement (A070-567-946). 

I will conduct PWP review with IJ Ford next week and will go over any and all matters with him. 

Please advise if I owe you guys anything else at this point. Thank you both for your patience! 

EMS 

10/28/2010 
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Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 

From: 	 Stockton, Bette (EOIR) 
Sent: 	 Friday, May 28, 2010 4:05 PM 
To: 	 Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Subject: 	 RE: Mary Beth Keller Documents 

That is so succinct and exactly what I did. Thank you for your expertise. 
Bette S 

From: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Sent: Friday, May 28, 2010 12:16 PM 
To: Stockton, Bette (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Mary Beth Keller Documents 

Hmmm for #145 we don't have a category for that... How about we close it our with oral counseling.... It is not a bad 
thing, I could say spoke with the judge concerning his tone during the proceeding and cautioned him to be aware of how 
he comes a crossed?? Will that work 

From: Stockton, Bette (EOIR) 
Sent: Friday, May 28, 2010 3:09 PM 
To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Mary Beth Keller Documents 

The reason is the attorney was satisfied with my speaking to Judge Josephson (in addition to the fact that the atty has 
checked around and found out that IJ Josephson is gruff but fair). Does this work? #145 

Complaint #11 (as you stated is perfect). 
Thank you, 
Bette S 

From: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Sent: Friday, May 28, 2010 8:44 AM 
To: Stockton, Bette (EOIR); Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Mary Beth Keller Documents 

Good Morning Judge Stockton 

Here are a few questions I encountered while entering your data: 

Complaint # 145 — Josephson, I have the date of 5/27 as the closed date, but what would the reason be -- Complaint 
Dismissed — can not be substantiated?? Or something else?? 

Complaint # 11 — Cordova was closed out on 5/11 with oral counseling 

From: Stockton, Bette (EOIR) 
Sent: Thursday, May 27, 2010 8:07 PM 
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR); Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Subject: FVV: Mary Beth Keller Documents 

I am sending the hard copy of these by mail tomorrow. Hope you can read them. I now it is too much info. My usual 
problem. 
Bette S 
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EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR) 

From: 	 Hatch, Paula (EOIR) 
Sent: 	 Monday, June 21, 2010 12:12 PM 
To: 	 Dean, Larry R. (EOIR); Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR); Rosenblum, Jeff (EOIR) 
Cc: 	 Reinfurt, Sandy (EOIR) 
Subject: 	 RE: Carte proposed suspension 

Thank you. 

From: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Sent: Monday, June 21, 2010 12:12 PM 
To: Hatch, Paula (EOIR); Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR); Rosenblum, Jeff (EOIR) 
Cc: Reinfurt, Sandy (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Carte proposed suspension 

200 774 025 

From: Hatch, Paula (EOIR) 
Sent: Monday, June 21, 2010 10:29 AM 
To: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR); Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR); Rosenblum, Jeff (EOIR) 
Cc: Reinfurt, Sandy (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Carte proposed suspension 

Judge Dean: 

Could you please provide me the A number that coincides with the Reyer complaint? Thanks, Paula 

From: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Sent: Friday, June 18, 2010 9:39 AM 
To: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR); Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR); Hatch, Paula (EOIR); Rosenblum, Jeff (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Carte proposed suspension 

More information for Monday's meeting. 

LRD 

From: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Sent: Friday, June 18, 2010 7:55 AM 
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR); Hatch, Paula (EOIR); Rosenblum, Jeff (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Carte proposed suspension 

I'm available on Monday, Tuesday (except for staff meeting at HQ), and Wednesday morning. 

LRD 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Thursday, June 17, 2010 4:27 PM 
To: Hatch, Paula (EOIR); Rosenblum, Jeff (EOIR) 
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EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR) 

From: 	 Weisel, Robert (EOIR) 
Sent 	 Tuesday, January 10, 2012 9:01 AM 
To: 	 Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: 	 FW: Open Complaints in the U Conduct Database 

This is what I sent to Deborah, regarding Chew and Mulligan. Considering your e mail, I need to find out when Sarah 
counseled them. 
Bob 

Robert D. Weisel 
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge 
26 Federal Plaza- Suite 1237 
NY, NY 10278 

From: Weisel, Robert (EOIR) 
Sent: Friday, January 06, 2012 12:03 PM 
To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Open Complaints in the 13 Conduct Database 

I will be faxing you an IJ complaint intake form for Judge Mary Cheng. We can close this out as per discussion with Mary 
Beth. The correct event for closure in this case is complaint dismissed. Because it was disproven. Regarding complaint 
553(Chew) and 554(Mulligan), you can close these out as well with the event for both being ,oral counseling 
Robert D. Weisel 
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge 
26 Federal Plaza- Suite 1237 
NY, NY 10278 

From: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Sent: Thursday, January 05, 2012 8:35 AM 
To: Weisel, Robert (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Open Complaints in the 13 Conduct Database 

Perfect!!! Thanks 
Deborah 

From: Weisel, Robert (EOIR) 
Sent: Wednesday, January 04, 2012 4:48 PM 
To: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Open Complaints in the 13 Conduct Database 

Regarding complaint #590 (Noel Ferris) 
This complaint was closed today, January 4, 2012. Corrective action was already taken — an intervening event. 

Robert D. Weisel 
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge 
26 Federal Plaza- Suite 1237 
NY, NY 10278 

From: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Sent: Wednesday, January 04, 2012 4:02 PM 
To: Weisel, Robert (EOIR) 
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EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR) 

From: 	 Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Sent: 	 Tuesday, November 13, 2012 2:55 PM 
To: 	 Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: 	 RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

I prefer to leave it open and note that performance counseling occurred on 10/31/2012. I would like to have the BIA 

decision before going further. Does that work? 

LRD 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2012 1:05 PM 
To: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Hey Larry, 
All I actually needed was -871— if I follow you, you actually addressed it with performance counseling, then we can close 

it that way, either counseling, or, corrective action already taken (that would be the performance counseling). We'd just 

need the date. Or, we can leave it open per your comments below. 

Let me know - 

Thanks. 
Mtk 

From: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2012 1:55 PM 
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Regarding: 

1. 087 488 653 

Also, raised at the same time were: 205 071 638, 200 895 098 and 200 593 

I concluded that the last three (638, 098, and 593) raised legal issues, not conduct or performance issues, 

and did not take action regarding those. 

Regarding 653, based on my examination and after receiving Paul's input, I decided that DHS's conduct, 

though probably not deliberate, created an appearance that prevented me from taking any further action 

against the Ii. The LI and I had some exchanges of e-mails, and I considered the matter closed when he 

apologized for what he said to the CA regarding the CA's involvement. 

2. 088 792 610 

Issued written counseling on 8/21/12 for intemperate conduct in hearing 

3. 088 790 828 
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Issued written counseling on 8/27/12 for conducting contentious hearing 

4. 089 947 871 

I have not taken final action in this case. I did, however, consider this as a performance issue when writing LI 

Carte's progress review, regarding conducting contentious hearings. If it is acceptable, I would like to leave 
this matter open regarding conduct. The case has been appealed, and I believe the BIA will address this 
further. OK? 

Have I addressed the ones that are open at this time, or are there others that I need to update? 

LRD 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Tuesday, November 13, 2012 8:51 AM 
To: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

LRD 

IF you are feeling any better and can confirm this today, I will take it off the "open" list for the yearly stats. 

Tx. 

mtk 

From: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Sent: Thursday, November 08, 2012 9:06 AM 
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Mary Beth, 

It may be early next week before I close the loop on this. In all seriousness, the pain in my back is causing me some real 

problems again today. In other words, I am only half here, and the half that is here wishes I weren't. 

LRD 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Wednesday, November 07, 2012 11:48 AM 
To: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Subject: FW: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Larry, 

Trying to parse out what you did with one complaint regarding Judge Carte — number 648 in the db, and was the one 

involving #-871 from atty Haddad. I think that was the one that prompted our 6 month review of his cases by Paul, 

which didn't turn much up (see below) and per your July 24 email (below) you were inclined to counsel. In your Aug 27 

email it sounds like you may have in fact counseled him as one of the "two other matters." 
Did you, and if so, what date? If not, we need another disposition. 

I know that he had several matters swirling at the same time, but I think this is the last one that remains of that group 

that we need clarification on. 
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Thanks! 

Mtk 

From: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Sent: Tuesday, August 28, 2012 9:56 AM 
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Agree. IJ did make allegations without knowledge of the facts. He apologized—somewhat reluctantly—to the CA. I think 
that closing this based on the apology is the right way to conclude this. DHS' intent aside, OHS should have 
communicated with the IJ about what they did and why. 

I am FAXing some e-mails and a close out of the intake sheet. 

LRD 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2012 3:05 PM 
To: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Ok – I think we could put it in the db, and then track it as concluded (corrective action already taken). What do you 
think? 
Mtk 

From: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Sent: Monday, August 27, 2012 3:24 PM 
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

I think that I am going to let this one go away. 

I have counseled him on two other matters and have another issue to decide, and this is not one that I would want to 
appear to defend OHS 

That said, I think that OHS did not intend the outcome or the perception they created in 653 I also agree with you that the 
perception is not good and I would not want to create the impression that I agreed with their precise actions Even with 
that, if seeing the respondent in 653 face-to-face was an issue, IJ Carte could have gone to Pearsall to complete the 
case. That's an option that I have offered in the past and that, on occasion, he has used. 

LRD. 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Tuesday, August 21, 2012 3:52 PM 
To: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Larry, 
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Just checking in on this --- and the one attached. 

I did in fact just listen to 653, and, have to say that in the part where the judge is most irritated, I kind of have to agree 
that that whole scene with the mentally challenged respondent being moved by DHS is problematic. However, in the 
later hearings, the judge remains a little too deliberate, sanguine, and condescending, putting emphasis on certain 
words for effect, and almost mocking of the respondent's mother..."Perhaps your love wasn't enough..." 

I know that the judge also just got another decision back from BIA last week. 

Aaargh. Multiple counselings? Or? 

Mtk 

From: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2012 12:42 PM 
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR); Monsky, Paul (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

I'm inclined in that same direction, based on the couple of things that I have. 

LRD 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2012 11:27 AM 
To: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR); Monsky, Paul (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Larry, 
This sounds like "good news" — At least up to this point. Short of looking further into Judge Carte's hearings via auditory 
review of DAR, which I'm not sure is warranted yet, I think counseling on the item of concern makes sense. Thoughts? 
mtk 

From: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2012 10:32 AM 
To: Monsky, Paul (EOIR) 
Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Paul, 

Thanks for the help and the report back. 

LRD 

From: Monsky, Paul (EOIR) 
Sent: Tuesday, July 24, 2012 9:30 AM 
To: Dean, Larry R. (EOIR) 
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Cc: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Hi, Judge Dean, 
I've looked through all the Board decisions in matters that have been returned Judge Carte over the last year (remands, 
BCR, and sustained appeals). There weren't a substantial number of appeals overall, and the percentage of remands is 
not alarming. None of the BIA decisions expresses a problem with Judge Carte's demeanor or tone. In one instance, the 
subtext of the Board decision on appeal from the denial of reopening an in absentia case based on IAC is that Judge 
Carte was too rigid in requiring counsel's compliance with rules. IJ conduct isn't even tangentially related to the reasons 
for the other remands on the face of those decisions, which are typical remands based on differing opinions regarding 
burden of proof where his decision may have been upheld had another panel reviewed the matter. 
Paul 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Thursday, July 12, 2012 2:27 PM 
To: Monsky, Paul (EOIR) 
Subject: BIA Decisions of the last 6 months 

Paul, 
I spoke w/ Judge Dean, and, his request was simply that you review all the BIA decisions that have come out in the last 
six months relating to Judge Carte, to see if there is anything in there of concern 
Shouldn't be a lot there, but, presumably a few. 
Let me know if you have a problem getting those from the VLL — 
Mtk 
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6. COMPLAINT CLOSED

-----Original Message-----
From: Fong, Thomas (EOIR)
Sent: Thursday, December 31, 2009 10:28 AM
To: Munoz, Lorraine J. (EOIR)
Subject: Preparation for your PWP with me on Jan 6
Importance: High

Lorraine, As noted earlier in our conversation of 12/23/09 we will discuss

A) The Letter of concern from Julianne Donnelly on the Juvenile Detainees and your
drafted proposed response.

But also, please review so we can discuss the following cases,

B) Concerns raised by DHS about IJ conduct and actions in court on cases heard & reset by
you on December 2, 2009:

1) A095 800 124
2) A087 530 276
3) A087 547 713
4) A089 811 868
5) A089 811 871
6) A095 792 720
7) A087 535 719

C) BIA remands dated cases and reason(s) remanded:
1) A075 618 449 (05/14/09)
2) A088 057 009 (10/01/09)
3) A095 306 358 (10/21/09)
4) A099 893 342 (10/21/09)
5) A097 369 259 (10/30/09)
6) A097 369 259 (11/04/09)
7) A099 893 342 (11/04/09)
8) A095 306 358 (11/04/09)

D) Complaints and/or informal requests to review by private counsels on:

1) A097 102 766 - Bob Platt (01/09/08) Motion to Recuse
2) A098 091 672 - Thomas Tarigo (03/17/09) Motion to Recuse
3) A not given? - Lea Greenberger (03/20/09) Motion to Recuse

E) Other concerns noted in observing IJ Munoz in court:
1) A088 217 082 - Pamela Hartman (12/12/08) IJ Conduct in court
2) A098 091 672 (3/17/09) Addressing a Motion to Recuse properly

Thomas Y.K. Fong
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge
Immigration Court/EOIR/DOJ
606 South Olive Street, 15th Floor
Los Angeles, CA 90014
(213)894-3906 (ext. 342)
thomas.fong@usdoj.gov
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Sarah M. Burr 
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge 
26 Federal Plaza 
New York, N.Y. 

2/28/2011 
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EOIR FOIA Processing (EOIR) 

From: 	 Sukkar, Elise (EOIR) 
Sent: 	 Thursday, April 01, 2010 1:48 PM 
To: 	 Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Cc: 	 Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR); Morris, Florencio (EOIR); Kelly, Ed (EOIR) 
Subject: 	 RE: Chapa 

MTK: 

I have reviewed my IJ Chapa file and this is what I have as a status report. This is what my handwritten notes reflect. 

On January 11, 2010, I gave to Judge Chapa the materials covering the Matter of Enamorado (AO94-331-519) and Matter 
of Miguel Jose (A070-567-946). We had a discussion in his chambers. We went over the fact the BIA is indicating he was 
"brusque" in a footnote in Matter of Miguel Jose (946). Also, the BIA felt that the comments about the fact they had kids 
when they had no status was unwarranted. We agreed to meet again. The IJ came back to me the same day and said he 
had reviewed all and acknowledged that, upon reading the transcripts, some of his comments were wrong, such as asking 
the BIA to "please help with standards". I asked him not to make pleas to the BIA as to what they should do. We agreed to 
meet again. 

On January 25, 2010, I met with Judge Chaps in the conference room to go over the PWP review. We reviewed the PWP. 
I again had copies of the two decisions mentioned above and we went over again the criticisms from the BIA. The 
significance of the term "brusque" (after I consulted with ACIJ Weil), I told him the parties at times feel he is impatient. He 
said he gets stressed out but will calm down. (By the way, I followed this format with all the IJs during the PWP reviews. I 
had the PWPs, all their individual reports: aged out reports and the deadlines, Hatian TPS reports, off calendar reports, a 
copy of their calendars to go over Masters and Individuals for purposes of case management and if I had a IJC from the 
BIA, I also had a copy of the BIA decision and transcript to go over with the IJ again as a reminder.) 

As part of the review with IJ Chaps, I also addressed the request that I received as to how to file a complaint against him 
and showed him a copy of the e-mail I received from attorney Elizabeth Roman Jones. The e-mail contained enough 
criticism for me to address with the IJ. I received the e-mail on December 16, 2009 and I had my first discussion with the 
IJ on January 5, 2010 about her comments. I again discussed the criticism with the IJ on January 25, 2010. I asked him to 
be careful because the next step she will make is to ask him to recuse himself. He has since reported that when the 
attorney came the next time, he was calm, he granted her continuance and there have not been any additional problems 
with counsel. The IJ stresses over case completion goals and what he feels is expected of him on the bench. He has 
reported to me that he is using a different approach when he gets hit with last minute continuances. (The attorney that 
complained is new to this field. Last week she wrote to me. She was upset that the court has not issued a notice of 
hearing to one of her clients. When I looked into it, it turns out that DHS has not filed the NTA with the court. I explained to 
her that without the NTA, the court will not issue a Notice of Hearing to her client.) 

This is the extent of my notes. Please advise if you need anything else. EMS 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 9:52 PM 
To: Sukkar, Elise (EOIR) 
Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Subject: Re: Chapa 

Great. No need for formal. But the dates wld be good. :) 

Sent from my BlackBerry Wireless Device 
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From: Sukkar, Elise (EOIR) 
To: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Sent: Wed Mar 31 19:59:38 2010 
Subject: RE: Chapa 
MTK: 

Both cases were addressed with the IJ. We gave him the decisions. We discussed twice. These cases were included as 
part of his PWP review which we did in Jan/Feb 2010. We read the comments together and we went over the comments 
in the BIA decision and the transcripts. He was very receptive. I talked to him about getting agitated on the bench and to 
give himself more time if he feels pressured by his Masters. 

There had been an attorney inquiring as to how to complain about the IJ. 1 provided the information to the attorney. 1 do 
not know if she filed a formal complaint since I have not received any complaints from OCIJ on the IJ. But her comments 
to me were addressed with the IJ nevertheless and the fact that she was new to the case and instead of granting a 
continuance, he gave her 10 minutes to go outside and prepare herself to address the charges. I explained that there is 
no need to rush these things. All of this was discussed with the 1J during the informal PWP review. 

will write a formal memo to you tomorrow with more details as to dates. 

Thanks. EMS 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 6:04 PM 
To: Sukkar, Elise (EOIR) 
Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Subject: RE: Chapa 

Same thing with Enamored° sent to you on Jan 07. 
Tx. 
mtk 

From: Keller, Mary Beth (EOIR) 
Sent: Wednesday, March 31, 2010 6:03 PM 
To: Sukkar, Elise (EOIR) 
Cc: Moutinho, Deborah (EOIR) 
Subject: Chapa 

Elise, 
I have the Matter of Miguel Jose from BIA that went to you on Jan 6, and an email saying you were going to talk to the 
judge on Jan 08. 
What is the resolution of this one? 
Tx. 
mtk 

MaryBeth Xeder 
Assistant Chief Immigration Judge 
E0111/OCIJ 
703/305-1247 
mary.beth.kellerPusdoj.gov  
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To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)
Subject: RE: IJ Conduct Complaint

I’m available now if you are. I have 2 cases this afternoon.

Sincerely,

Madeline García
Immigration Judge
U.S. Department of Justice
Atlanta, Georgia
(404)653-2140

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2013 10:33 AM
To: Garcia, Madeline (EOIR)
Subject: RE: IJ Conduct Complaint

Good Morning Judge:

The attorney explains that she was not trying to address the OSC at all but was trying to make it clear, after being asked,
that she had no file to give. That she had only been representing the respondent for 45 days and her file only consisted
of a COV motion and a skeleton cancellation application both of which she had already e-mailed to Ms. Todd. There was
no file to hand over. She said that to the extent you had issued an OSC and felt disciplinary proceedings were over her
head, that she wanted it to be known that she had no documents or files to turn over. Any and all documents, at best,
were with the first attorney of record and not with her. That is what she was trying to explain to you.

She had no intent of addressing the OSC in open court and in front of her colleagues. Please keep in mind that any
discussion of disciplinary proceedings is confidential and she had no intent of addressing your concerns publicly.

She felt she never had a chance to even explain all of this to you when she was interrupted, not allowed to explain and
then was expelled from the courtroom for no reason. Hearing someone out fully is crucial so that matters do not
escalate.

You assumed that Ms. Dominguez was not representing the truth. Ms. Dominguez turned over the extent of the file that
was in her possession. And that was what she was trying to explain to you. Both attorneys were representing the truth.
But it seems there was this assumption by the court, as you have indicated below, that one was not telling the truth.

Even the DHS attorney was objecting to what the court was doing and the path that the discussion had taken. It was
good advice and, as you have indicated, a good suggestion.

Let’s try to connect this afternoon at the end of the day so we can discuss further. I am at BTC today at (954) 917-6484.

Thanks you,

EMS
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From: Garcia, Madeline (EOIR)
Sent: Thursday, April 18, 2013 8:44 AM
To: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)
Subject: RE: IJ Conduct Complaint
Importance: High

Good morning Judge, I listened to the DAR last week.

My main concern was that no further delays be caused resulting from the respondent’s file not being turned over to new
counsel. Ms. Dominguez stated on the record that she had provided Ms. Todd with the file. After Ms. Dominguez left
the Courtroom Ms. Todd clearly stated that was not the case. Ms. Dominguez then returned and I asked her to please
address only where the file was (this was clearly a huge mistake on my part) and she insisted on addressing the OSC and
further kept trying to tell me why she was having trouble representing the Respondent implying that the Respondent
was misrepresenting things to her. His statements on the record from the last hearing were that she told him she would
not appear in court if he didn’t pay her. This is exactly what she told my assistant when she called to tell him to let me
know she had no intention of appearing in court in spite of my order if she was not paid.

Ms. Dominguez insisted on addressing the OSC in open court. I made it clear to her that I did not have the time to hear
her on the OSC, that she could and should address it in writing and that I needed to move on because I had interrupted
another hearing in order to reset this case as it was clear I would not have sufficient time to hear the matter that day. I
literally pleaded with her repeatedly to simply address the issue of the file transfer as concisely as possible then and
there and to address the OSC in writing. When it was clear that she was going to continue speaking and doing as she
pleased I did what was advised to me in training and that was to take a recess (announce that I was going to step out
and leave the courtroom) to diffuse the situation. I did tell her that I expected her to remove herself from the courtroom
by the time I returned and she did so. When I left the bench I went to Cynthia and let her know what was going on so
that any further escalation could be avoided and I turned it over to her. As stated, by the time I returned she had
left. Once I returned the DHS found it necessary to state on the record that after I had left the Court Ms. Dominguez
attempted to engage him repeatedly expecting him to take a position which he declined before she left. I learned of this
because he insisted on addressing this on the record. His statement can be heard on the DAR as well.

Mr. Carlos E. Solomiany was present during this incident as was the DHS attorney, Mr. Randall Duncan and of course Ms.
Heather Todd, respondent’s new attorney and the respondent himself.

In retrospect I understand that I should not have addressed her as to the whereabouts of the file. I did this because Ms.
Todd had made a clear statement that Ms. Dominguez’ representation that she had given her the respondent’s file was
not true. I figured I’d want the opportunity to address that if my representation to a court was questioned and for this
reason alone I called on her to state her position. I realize this was a huge mistake. This was raised by the DHS and I
clearly should have done as he suggested which was to not address the matter in court.

I do not believe I treated her disrespectfully. I trust you will let me know if this is not reflected in the DAR when we
discuss the matter. I will make myself available at your convenience. Please let me know when your schedule allows.

Thank you.

MG

Sincerely,

Madeline García
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Immigration Judge
U.S. Department of Justice
Atlanta, Georgia
(404)653-2140

From: Sukkar, Elisa (EOIR)
Sent: Wednesday, April 17, 2013 5:12 PM
To: Garcia, Madeline (EOIR)
Subject: IJ Conduct Complaint
Importance: High

Good Afternoon Judge Garcia:

I wanted you to know that attorney Anel Dominguez has called lodging a complaint as to events that transpired in your
courtroom on April 10, 2013 in the matter of A094-327-582.

This is the case involving the COV and the OSC that you issued in which EOIR Counsel Jennifer Barnes was contacted.

The attorney will mail a copy of her response to the OSC for my review so that I become familiar with this matter.

She complains how she was treated during the hearing on April 10, 2013. She indicated she felt humiliated when after
being asked to address the issue of the respondent’s file in “one minute” (after she had been granted a Motion to
Withdraw), she was interrupted, was not allowed to explain and then was thrown out of the courtroom when you told
her she needed to be “gone” or she had to “remove herself” from the courtroom by the time you came back to address
the matter with the new attorney.

She also indicated that the OSC was first issued and served on the respondent in open court on April 4, 2013 before it
was even served on her.

Please listen to all the DAR recordings in this matter and please provide a response as soon as possible.

After you listen to DAR, please let’s set up another meeting so we can address this matter.

Thank you,

Judge Sukkar
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She stated that we might want to look into finding Mr. Sene 
incompetent if it was found that he could not understand the 
proceedings. I asked the court at that time to schedule a hearing and 
that i would have to look into that since I was not familiar wiht the 
issue of incompetence in immigration proceedings and needed to know 
more about that but that in the meantime we were adamant about not 
having the hearings conducted in Ouoloff. 
Judge Bither indicated that she will be scheduling the hearing for 
June 18, 2010 and that she will not be ordering an interpreter. As we 
were exiting the courtroom Judge Bither once more asked why my 
client was in Los Angeles and since she seemed obsessed with the 
question I asked why did she insist on knowing why he was in Los 
Angeles as my client did indeed have the right to be in Los Angeles 
and two moves in 16 years seemed reasonable to me. She asked me 
what my client did for a living and I told her I had no idea and once 
again i c not see the relevance of what he did and she said that it was 
relevent as it would indicate what langage he spoke at work. I figured 
at this point that this was a lost cause. We have never claimed that 
my client did not speak any English or that he did not speak some 
Ouloff and some French., What we have said is that my client does 
speak some english, some French and some Ouloff but it is broken 
English, French and Ouloff. He does not speak enough of those 
languages to have the hearing conducted in those languages. 
The whole hearing was lost with arguments with the interpreter and 
Judge Bither rather than dealing with the issues at hand. The 
pleadings were never taken. It was not clear to the governement or us 
whether this was a master hearing or an individual hearing too. and 
Judge Bither was just plain wrong in her line of questioning and her 
stand. 
Mr. Sene does not control the fact that the Court cannot find a serer 
interpreter any more than he can help the fact that he is Serer. and it 
is not fair for the court to demand he become something he is not. He 
is someone from Senegal, who happens to be Serer and is illiterate and 
does not speak but a smittering of Ouoloff, French and English. These 
facts are facts that the BIA have found convincing enough to remand 
the case for it to be processed in a language Mr. Sene can understand. 
We are not sure why Judge Bither wants to ignore these facts. 
A hearing of the transcript will make it clear that Mr. Sene cannot 
indeed receive a fair hearing in the hand of Judge Bither. 

As well as the complaint they lodged against the interpreter Mr. Dalde. 

I am writing this complaint in conjunction with a matter I have before 
your office regarding Judge Bither. I am still waiting to hear from the 
office regarding the follow up on that matter as we were back in Court 
yesterday and there are even more issues at hand. 
The interpreter for the 1:30 master hearing with Judge Bither at the 
Immigration Court in Los Angeles in Courtroom 0 is the reason for 
this complaint. Mr. Dalde was supposed to interpret in Serer for the 
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respondent. When we got to court he started speaking in Ouoloff. I 
tried to interject and object as the hearing was not supposed to be 
conducted in Ouoloff. This case was remanded from the BIA because 
respondent's best language is Serer and while he does speak some 
Ouoloff, he does not understand it enough to conduct his hearing in 
Ouoloff and his first hearings were so full of errors that the Board 
found that it would not be a fair hearing if the language spoken was 
Ouoloff. 
Since I speak Ouoloff (but not Serer) I could tell that the interpreter 
was speaking in Ouloff and I objected to this and IJ Bither stated that 
I was not given leave to speak and the interpreter continued to speak 
in Ouoloff. Finally he was asked what language he spoke and he said 
that he spoke Serer Sine, and my client spoke Serer Baol and that he 
did not speak or understand Serer Baol as the dialects are different. 
While he said that he spoke Serer Sine he did not utter a word in that 
language. Absolutely every thing he spoke was in Ouloff as I 
understood every single thing he spoke. 
Mr. Dalde when my objection were continued told the judge that my 
client spoke Ouoloff very well and that every one in Senegal spoke 
Ouoloff and that indeed this was the language the was written in 
school. The judge started taking notes about what Mr. Dalde was 
telling. I further objected since the interpreter was there to interpret 
and was not admitted as an expert in country customs to be able to 
make such statements. Further I stated that the statements was not 
only inappropriate but inacurate as I happened to be from Senegal 
and I know that not every one spoke Ouoloff and that Ouoloff was not 
a written language. I also have to note that if this was a language 
thought in school since my client is illiterate this would not apply to 
him either. 
Further, I am not sure how Mr. Dalde could have been able to assess 
the language skills of my client as the only communication we had 
with him prior to the hearing was when he got in and greeted us. He 
wanted to continue the conversation with us but I waived at him to 
proceed to a chair because Judge Bither was conducting a hearing and 
I was not looking forward to a reprimand. 
I am not sure how from a greeting he could assess the level of 
confidence in a language. 
Mr. Dalde volunteered some more information and just kept going 
because he could see that Judge Bither welcomed his comments and 
we argued for a good few minutes, which should not have happened at 
all. Mr. Dalde was not there to be an expert or a witness but rather to 
interpret and he went beyond what his role was. 
I am not sure whether the Judge relied on his opinions or not but she 
pushed for the government to administratively close the case because 
my client did not seem to want to speak in a language that he seem to 
understand. If he did not solely help her make that decision Mr. Dalde 
did contribute to an already difficult situation by volunteering 
information that was totally wrong and not asked for and behaved 
quite unprofessionally from the time he arrived in court. His role was 

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
7515



Thiaba Samb 
Thiaba Samb 

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

RodrigueP
Text Box
7516



(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)
(b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)
(b) (6)(b) (6)

(b) (6) (b) (6)

(b) (6)

(b) (6)

CurryM
Text Box
009868




