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U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS
ENFORCEMENT; TODD M. LYONS,
Acting Director, U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement; SERGIO
ALBARRAN, Acting Director of San
Francisco Field Office, Enforcement and
Removal Operations, U.S. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement; U.S. DEPARTMENT
OF HOMELAND SECURITY; KRISTI
NOEM, Secretary, U.S. Department of
Homeland Security,

Defendants.
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Declaration of Madhavi Narayanan

1. I make this declaration based on my own personal knowledge and if called to testify I
could and would do so competently and truthfully to these matters.

2. Tam an immigration attorney and I work for Human Rights First. I currently have
between 15-20 existing or prospective detained immigration clients. Six of those
individuals have been or are currently detained at the California City Detention
Facility.

3. On September 12, 2025, I called the facility to schedule a virtual attorney visit
(VAYV). I was told that I could not schedule a VAV over the phone and that I would
need to send an email to calcityattorneyschedule@corecivic.com. I was told that I
would not need an appointment if [ arrived at the facility to meet with my client in
person. On the same day, I sent an email requesting to schedule a VAV. I did not
receive a response to my email.

4. On September 16, 2025, I sent a follow-up email. I did not receive a response to my
email. I also tried to call the facility again but was not able to reach anyone by phone
this time.

5. On September 18, 2025, I drove approximately 2.5 hours each way to visit one of my
detained clients at the California City Detention Facility. I needed to urgently speak
with my client with regards to a habeas petition we had filed on his behalf. I could not
reach him any other way besides for driving to the facility to meet him in person.

6. I arrived at the facility around 8:30am on September 18, 2025 and met with my first
client around 9:30am. Because I was there in person, I arranged to meet with three of
my clients during my visit.

7. While I was waiting in the reception area, [ was told by a guard that I would not be
able to bring my cell phone with me. I asked how attorneys would be able to arrange
for interpretation if they were not allowed to bring their cell phones with them and
was told that there was a phone inside the attorney room that [ would be able to use to
call an interpreter.

8. When I was taken back to meet with my first client, I saw that there were 4 rooms
labeled “attorney rooms.” When I visit my other detained clients, I am usually placed
in an open contact room. At the California City Detention Facility, I was brought to a
divided room with a glass partition. My client was placed on one side of the partition
and I was placed on the other side.
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9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

When I got to the room, I noticed that there was no phone on the wall and I did not
see any ports that might have allowed for a phone to be installed. There were also no
outlets in the room so there was no way to charge a laptop. A guard told me that they
were going to supply laptops for attorneys to use, which I thought was strange and
had never experienced in an immigration detention facility.

When my client was escorted back to the room to visit, I could see the guard was
right outside the door and was visible through a window on his door the entire time
that we were speaking. It made my client even more upset to be speaking with me
when a guard was nearby. There was a bad echo in the room because of its size
which, along with the glass partition, made it more difficult for my client and me to
hear one another. I was concerned that the meeting was not truly confidential because
of the echo and where the guard was stationed.

As I was leaving the facility, a guard told me that the facility would be switching to a
different system soon in order to allow for VAV appointments to be made online.
That still has not happened.

I typically communicate with my clients at California City Detention Facility by
sending them a message on the tablet asking for them to give me a call. My current
clients can read and write well enough and have sufficient competency with
technology to allow for us to communicate in this way. However, our calls frequently
get cut off when the count begins. Sometimes they are able to give me another call
after the count concludes but that does not always happen. Either my client or [ am
charged for these calls.

It is not feasible for me to regularly drive 2.5 hours each way to the facility to have a
confidential conversation with my clients. It is additionally complicated because I am
currently breastfeeding and so need to plan my schedule in advance to allow time for
pumping and to plan for safe milk storage.
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I, Madhavi Narayanan, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the
United States of America that the foregoing is true and correct, and that this declaration is
executed at Los Angeles this 7" day of November 2025.
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