


6. While I was at the detention facility in Artesia, I saw ICE officials delay attorney
access to detainees. The facility is located at the Federal Law Enforcement Training
Center (FLETC), in a group of double wide trailers converted to a detention center. In
terms of access, this means that I (like other attorneys) was required to check-in with
FLETC at the entrance, have a photograph taken, and receive a badge. Ialso had to
present a driver’s license daily and wait for FLETC to print a name tag every day. This
process took anywhere from 5 minutes to 20 mimites. After obtaining the badge and
name tag, I would wait for ICE to transport me from the entrance to the detention facility
“law library.” 1 frequently waited between 30 minutes to an hour for ICE transport to
arrive. At the law library, the guard for the day at times delayed calling detainees for
consultations. Once, I waited from 2:25pm to 4:25pm to see my first clients.

7. The “law library” is the front half of a double wide trailer divided longwise. In
the first eleven days I was at Artesia, the “back™ half of this double wide trailer was the
waiting room for mothers and children who had court or who had credible fear interviews
with asylum officers. The front half was an all-purpose room which contained the guard
station (a desk manned by an ICE official with a radio), two small cubicles for _
interviewing clients; a desk and teleconference hook up; two desks each with a deskiop
computer with legal information related to removal processes, a refrigerator and a
credenza. There was constant traffic between the law library door and the door to the
back room. .

8. In my experience at Artesia, children were required to attend their mothers’
credible fear interviews. This practice was extremely distracting and concerning to the
mothers, who were dealing with complex questions, with telephonic interpretation with
frequently faulty connections. Without attorney representation, mothers had no way of
knowing which facts were important to reveal or highlight. In addition, mothers were

- grappling with delicate issues that they did not want to speak about in front of their
children. For example, I spoke with women who had been raped, who were afraid but
who wanted to protect their children from exposure to the mother’s fears, death of a
father, or threats on the children’s lives. I witnessed how difficult it was for mothers to
testify at credible fear interviews while keeping their young children entertained, and I
witnessed mothers whose children needed to use the bathroom in the middle of an
interview. I witnessed a young child crawl up on her mother’s lap and reach her hand
into the mother’s shirt seeking to breast feed during the interview. The child’s attempts
were repeated throughout the interview. |

9. In addition, children were required to be with mothers during an Immigration
Judge’s review of a negative credible fear finding conducted via videoconferencing. I
personally saw a young boy, approximately 3 years old, walking back and forth in front
of the video screen, fascinated by the Immigration Judge’s image and the other half
image of the mother and her attorney. The child spent some time marching back and
forth with his hand raised. He also tried to engage his mother for a long time. The mother
was torn between paying attention to the proceedings, which were critical to her fate, and
the hyperactivity of her young son. Her responses were laced with her calling out her
son’s name with an authoritative voice which prevented any major upheaval.











