
The date is 
accurate. 
It’s also 
helpful, in 
that it starts 
the date for 
accruing 10 
years of 
physical 
presence for 
240A(b) 
cancellation 
of removal.   

Always good to deny existence of criminal 
case, hold DHS to burden of production.  

Again, like alienage, 
demonstrably true.  

In this case, the client has 
applied for TPS, so no basis to 
deny alienage.   DHS possesses 
proof of Haitian nationality, filed 
with the TPS application.

Always worth 
checking to 
make sure 
originated with 
proper issuing 
official.

Obvious violation of Pereira v. Sessions and  
INA 239.   Object, in timely manner, in order 
to preserve issue for any future benefit (from 
asserting lack of jurisdiction, if Circuit or 
SCOTUS ever issues a pro-immigrant decision).



As above, the prior 
TPS application 
establishes this.  

Contest any and every criminal 
charge.   Here, beating the charge 
is essential for establishing 
eligibility for INA 240A(b) 
cancellation of removal.   

There are negative implications 
for subsequent motions to 
reopen (if change of law, for 
instance) or contesting detention 
(undermining habeas corpus, see 
Demore v. Kim) if concede 
removability.   










