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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW
YORK, NASSAU COUNTY

VERIFIED PETITION FOR A
In the Matter of the Application EENTRAL JUDGMENT PURSUANT TO
AMERICAN REFUGEE CENTER ARTICLE 78
EPISCOPAL DIOCESE OF LONG ISLAND,
HAITIAN AMERICAN FAMILY OF LONG
ISLAND, MARC SOTO, and JOHN DOE, Index No.

Petitioners,

For Judgment and Order pursuant to Article 7.
of the Civil Practice Law and Rules

-against
PATRICK RYDER, in his officialcapacity as
the Commissioner of the Nassau County Polic
DepartmentNASSAU COUNTY,and the
NASSAU COUNTY POLICE DEPARTMENT

Respondest

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

1. PetitionersCentral American Refugee CenteCARECEN), HaitiannAmerican Family
of Long Island @HAFALI ), Episcopal Diocese of Long Islandtife Diocesé), Marc
Soto, and John Dd&ing this Article 78 proceeding to challenge the Nassau County Police
'"HSDUWPHQW 1 decisidnda enter an agreement with U.S. Immigration and
&EXVWRPV (QIRUFHPHQW 3,&(°" WKDW YLRODWHYV 1HZ <RU
andthreatens to deprive maMew Yorkers of their freedom.

2. On March 10, 2025, NCPD entered agreementvith ICE 2 called a 287(gAgreement,
referencing Section 287(g) of the Immigration and Nationality2Abtat radically and
unlawfully expaneédits authority to arrest and detain people in Nassau Cotling287(g)

Agreements breathtakingly broad. Hllows NCPD officersto stop question, and arrest
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Nassau County residert@anywherein the community based solely on theRIILFHU §V
SEHOWHKIDW WKH\ PD\ EH 3LQ WKH 8Q LWht&réaméniuiherLQ YLR
permits NCPD officers toserve and execute ICE administrative warrants anywhere in
Nassau County.,,Q VKRUW DV ,&( KDV SXW LW WKH $JUHHPH
transforming NCPD officex into ICE agents with free reign to roam throughout the
communityand police the immigration status of any Nassau County resident
3. For immigrant families in Nassau County and many lifelomgnty residents, thenpacts
of the agreement have been devastafingmore than three monthaorriedparents have
avoided schools, parks, and playgrounds; mourning relatives have skipped burial services;
and hungry families have been tafsaid to pick up food from food pantries run by their
churches Simply leaving the house has carried the risk of being stopped, interrogated, or
arrested by an NCPD officer under suspicioh being undocumentedThe 287(g)
Agreement is a constant presence throughout Nassau County communities, disrupting lives
DQG PDNLQJ PDQ\ IDPLOLHVY GDLO\ H[LVWHQFH KDUGHU
4. The 287(g) Agreement is not just harn#it is flat-out unlawful.SettledNew York law
forbids local law enforcement officers from effectuating arrests for violations of federal
immigration law. NCPD officers, like all New York law enforcement, wield only the
powersgrantedby state law. Their authority to effectuate arrésis deprive New Yorkers
of their liberty2 derives exclusively from the express terms of state staflivese is no
statutory authority for New York law enforcement to arrest or detain people for civil

violations of federal immigration law.

I Memorandum of Agreement between NCPD and ICE regarding 287(g) Task Force atizddled as Exhibit 1 to
the affirmation of Rubibanberg Biggs Danberg Biggs$ | ILUPDWLRQ”

2 Delegation of Immigratioiuthority Section 287(g) Immigration and Nationality Aotmigration and Customs
EnforcementPanberg Bigg#\ffirmation Exhibit 2, available atttps://www.ice.gov/identifyandarrest/287g
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5. The power to sto@and interrogatgeople under New York law iglso strictly limited.
2IILFHUV FDQQRW DVN 3SRLQWHG TXHVWLRQV™ VXJJHVWL
LQWHUHVW ZLWKRXW 3IRXQGHG VXV JkRdopl&vHMMapd/ FULPLC
NY2d 181, 185 [1993] There is no lawful authority for New York law enforcement to
stop and interrogate people for civil violations of federal immigration law.

6. Yetthe 5HVSRQGHQWVY purpofis) tadivid NEPD Wfficersthe power to
ignore these weléstablished limits on their authority. Under the agreement, NCPD officers
may interrogate anyone about their immigration status at any timemaydeffectuate
warrantless arrests for any suspected violation of federal immigration law. In essence,
NCPD entered an agreememrmittingits officers to violate state law.

7. For three independent reasons, dieeisionto erter intothe agreement wabitrary and
capriciousandaffected byanerror of law First, the agreement commits NCPD officers to
violate state lawby effectuating arrests and conducting interrogations for civil violations
of federal law That alone renders the agreement void and unenforceaddend, the
decision was nadbased on a reasonednsideration of the factsut was insteadired in
racial prejudiceandlacked anysupportedationale Finally, the decision to enter into the
agreementwas undertaken despite clear historical evidence s$hah arrangements
invariably result in rampant racial profiling. Time and again, these agreements have
facilitated the racist ovepolicing of residentsof color and sowed distrust between
community members and law enforcement.

8. The Petitiones bring this action to ensure that Nassau County residents do not live in fear
of being deprived of their liberty pursuant to an unlawful agreement.

9. The Petitiones seek injunctive relief enjoiningnd setting asidée agreement in full.

3
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PARTIES

10 3BHWLWLRQHU &(175%/ $0(5,&%$1 5()8*(( &(17(5 3&$5(&(1”
Islandbased nonprofit that provides legal services to immigrantduding in Nassau
County. This includes representing individuals who find themselves in immigration
removal proceedings.

11.Petitioner HAITIANNAMERICAN FAMILY OF LONG ISLAND 3+$)$/,’is a
membershigbasednonprofit that serves the Haitigkmerican communityn Nassau and
Suffolk Countiegshrough communitybuilding, advocacy,ra providing resources to assist
with the acculturation process.

12.Petitioner EPISCOPAL DIOCESE OF21* ,6/%$1' 3WKH 'LiRpaH dfHhe
Episcopal Churclandservesoughly 40,000 members across 120 parishibs. Diocese
oversees27 parishesin Nassau County andervesmembersof various immigration
statues

13. Petitioner MARC SOTOis acivil-rights activist, advocate, and volunteer who regularly
travels through Nassau County and interacts with immigrant communities, including
undocumented individuals. Hea Latino man anthe Executive Directr of the Liga De
Justicia Foundatiorg nonprofit that serves immigrant families in Suffolk and Nassau
Counties.

14. PetitionerJOHN DOEis an undocumented man who lives in Nassau County. He has been
stopped multiple times bMNCPD over his thirty years residing in Nassand on one
occasion was detained by ICE.

15.Respondent NASSAU COUNTY POLICE DEPARTMENB®NCPD) is a party to the

J OHPRUDQGXP RI 2BAY Agteermenty which sets forth terms in

4
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YLRODWLRQ RI 1HZ <RUN VWDWH ODZ 5HVSRQGHQW 1&3
CPLR § 7802(a).
16.Respondent PATRICK. RYDER is sued in his official capacity as Commissioner of the
Nassau County Police Department. Respondent Ryder tead¢CPD and signed the
287(g)Agreementwhich sets forth terms in violation of New York state law. Respondent
5\GHU LV D 2ERG\ RU RIILFHU® SXUVXDQW WR &3/5 ¢t D
17.Respondent NASSAU COUNTY established and oversieeBICPD, which signed the
287(g) Agreementsetting forth terms in violation of New York state law. Respondent
1DVVDX &RXQW\ LV D 2ERG\ RU RIILFHU"™ SXUVXDQW WR &=
JURISDICTION AND VENUE
18.Pursuant to CPLR§ 7804(b) and 506(b), venue in this proceeding lies in Nassau County,
in the judicial district in which the Respondents took the action challenged here and where
the office of the Respondents is located.
19.Pursuant to CPLR WKLV SURFHHGLQJ UDLVHV TXHVWLRQV R
determinations and actions in signing and enforcin8¥g) Agreementvere arbitrary
and capriciougndaffected by an error of law

STATEMENT OF FACTS

287(g) AgreementdBetween Local Law Enforcement and ICE

20. Immigration enforcement isxclusively afederal responsibilitfArizona v U.S.567 US
387 [2012]) However, n 1996, as part of revisions to the Immigration and Nationality Act
3,1%" &RQJUHVV SHUPLWWHG IHGHUDO LPPLJUDWLRQ D>
allowed cooperation betweestate andlocal law enforcement agencies and federal
authorities(8 USC 8135[Q]). These agreements aekDOOHG 3 J DJUHHPHQWYV

provision in the INAthat authorizes them.
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21.Under a 287(g) agreement, a state or ltamalenforcemenRIILFHU 3ZKR LV GHWHUF
the Attorney General to be qualified to perform a function of an immigration officer in
relation to the investigation, apprehension, or detention of aliens in the United.States
may carry out such function at the expense of the State or political subdivision and to the
HIWHQW FRQVLVWHQW Z4W$E sa638@IMH DQG ORFDO ODZ’
22.1CE currently executes three types of 287(g) agreements: the Jail Enforcement Model, the
Warrant Service Officer Model, and the Task Force Médelch type of 287(g) agreement
authorizes local law enforcement to engage in a set of immigration enforcement activities.
23.Task Force Model Agreemeritdike the one at issue in this proceedtnguthorize the
EURDGHVW DQG PRVW VZHHSLQJ VHW RI HQIRUFHPHQW
agencies to carry out immigration enforcement activities in RAVWRGLDO VHWWLQJ
Facts 287(g) Task Force Model, Immigration and Customs Enforcemet 2025}
Danberg Bigg#\ffirmation Exhibit 3).
24.While the INA allows local law enforcement entities to carry out certain immigration
IXQFWLRQV LW GRHV QRW GLVSODFH V.\WdievenOsiates QRU G
from regulatingwhethertheir localities cooperate in immigration enforceme2ity( of El
Cenizo v Texas890 F3d 164, 178 [5th Cir 2018]). Federal law provides that 287(Q)
DIJUHHPHQWY PXVW EH 3SFRQVLVWUSETSI3ZAJNIK. 6WDWH DQG (
25.As a result, federal and state courts have frequently looked to state law to detbemine
lawfulness of 287(g) agreemenseéNash v Mikesell557 P3d 369 [Col Ct App 2024];

County of Ocean v Grewalt 75 F Sup3d 355, 383 [D NJ 2020LopezFlores v Douglas

3 Exhibit 2
6
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County, 2020 WL 2820143, at *4 [D Or May 30, 202®enteriaVillegas v Metro Gov't
of Nashville & Davidson @unty, 2011 WL 4048523, at *11 [MD Tenn 2011])

26.Indeed, because 287(Q) is a voluntary program and 287(g) agreements must conform with
applicable state law, many states have enacted legislation expressly regulating avitether
how their local law enforcement agencies can enter 287(g) agreements and what
enforcement activities these agreements may auth@eeegg\NC Gen Stat Ann § 128
1.1[c1]; Tx Crim Pro Art 2A 060; Colo Rev Stat §-28.6; New Mexico H.B.9; N.J.
Attorney General Law Enforcement Directive No. 2@182.0 [Sept27, 2019, Danberg
Biggs Affirmation Exhibit 4).

27.In short, 287(g) agreements must comply with applicable state law.

Local Immigration Enforcement in New York

28.Before thisyear, ®me local law enforcement entities in New York made attempts to
cooperate with ICE in immigration enforcement. For instance, prior to 2020, Nassau
County had a policy of holding people beyond the date of their criminal sentence if ICE
issued a soF D O OHHW& D@ rieduést to hold someone whom ICE believes it has reason
to investigate for a civil immigration offense.

29.Beginning in 2016 Suffolk County maintained a similar polic) XQGHU ZKLFK LQPD
subject to either an ICE detainer accompanied by a United States Department of Homeland
Security (hereinafter DHS) Warrant for Arrest of Alien, and/or DHS Warrant of
Removal/Deportation, are to be held for up to 48 hours after therhtegaevould otherwise
KDYH EHHQ UHOHDVHG ZLWK ,&PedpR e el &ISWDEMAGo LPPHG

168 AD3d 31, 35 [2d Dept 2018]).
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30.Nassau and Suffolk County adopted these policies without 283ig@ments, but instead
under the authority of 8 USCI857(g)(10), which allows certain cooperation between ICE
and local officers without a formal agreemedt at 53).

31.However, in 2018, the Second Department concluded that local law enforcement in New
York lack the authority to arrest and/or detain anyone based solely on a civil immigration
violation, whether or not ICE has issuadadministrative warrant

32.In Wells v Demarcpothe Appellate Division held that New York law does not permit local
law enforcement officers to hold individuals for civil immigration violatiods &t 5354).

33.The courtexplained that state and local police officers in New Yexkrcise limited
authority to effectuate arrests. The full scope of this authority is defined by state statutory
law (seeid. at 4546).

34.An immigration arrest, or a transfer from local police custody to ICE custody after a person
was entitled to release, is an arrest under New York stateséseid (at 3941).

35.Removing a person from the country under federal immigration law is a civil administrative
matter, and immigration detainers administrative warrantsée Arizona v U$67 US
387 [2012]). An administrative warrant does not give New York police officers the
authority to conduct an arrest. Any civil immigration arrest conducted pursuant to an ICE
detainer therefore constitutes a warrantless arrest under New Yorlsdaw/\(ells168
AD3d at 4245).

36.New York criminal lawpermits officers to conduct warrantless arrestly when a person

SKDV FRPPLWWHG RU LV EHOLHYHG WR KDYH FRPPLWWHC

WKH VWDWH" &3/ &3/ VSHFLILHV WKDW VWD
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warrantless arrests only when the officer has reasonable cause to believe that an individual
has committed a crime or offense.

37.But acivil immigration violation does not fall under the definition of crime or offense
under New York state lansée Wells168 AD3d at 44). Accordingly, New York police
RITLFHUV ODFN DXWKRULW\ WR DUUHVW D SHUVRQ ZKHQ
detainer, or when the sole suspected violation is a civil immigration violation. This was
clearly established iWwells and that law still controls today.

38. The Appellate Divisionwas not alone in its analysis. In federal court, the Eastern District
of New York reaffirmedVNellsand expanded ontheHF R Q G 'H S Ruling/ RAti@yV T V
that an officer who arrests an individual for a suspected civil immigration offense without
authorization under state law deprives that individual of their right to due process
guaranteed by Article | of the New York State Constitutione{lana v County of Suffalk
2025 WL 481723, at *1-12[ED NY 2025]).

39. Courts across the country have come to the same conclusion: state and local police may
not arrest people for civil immigration offenses without state law authorizat@mL({unn
v Commonwealth77 Mass 517 [Mass 2026amon v Shor899 Mont 254 [Mont 2020];
Esparza v Noble019 WL 4594512 [Minn 2019Nash v Mikesell557 P3d 369 [Col Ct
App 2024];see also Melendres v Arpaie95 F3d 990, 100®th Cir 2012[37KH )RXUWK
$PHQGPHQW GRHV QRW SHUPLW D VWRS RU GHWHQWLRC
LopezAguilar v Marion @unty. Sheriff's Dept296 F Supp 3d 959, 915D Ind 2017
[3>6@HL]XUHV FRQGXFWHG VROHO\ RQ WKH EDVLV RI N

violations violate the Fourth Amendment when conducted under color of stated@w

9
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40.Indeed, New York Attorney General Lidi James has advised law enforcement agencies
not to enter into 287(g) agreements because effectuating arrests fameonidration
RITHQVHV SXUVXDQW WR VXFK DQ DJUHHPHQW 3PD\ ZHOO
41.1t is also settled law thathert of arrests, New York police officers canly stop and
guestion individuals in public under a limited set of circumstances.
42.)LUVW RIILFHUV PD\ 3VWRS D SHUVRQ LQ D SXEOLF SODF
such officer's employment when he reasonably suspects that such person is committing,
has committed or is about to commit either (a) a felony or (b) a misdemaetiveed in
WKH SHQDO ODz" &3/ ¢t
43. % H\RQG WKHVH FLUFXPVWDQFHV WKH &R X-BWighitdSSHD O\
LQ T X PébHIé v De Boyrd0 NY2d 210, 223 [1976]). A commedaw inquiry entails
SSRLQWHG TXHVWLRQV WKDW ZRXOG OHDG WKH SHUVRQ |
VKH LV VXVSHFWHG RI VRPH ZURQJGRLQJ DQG LV WKH
(Hollman, 79 NY2d at185). To effectuate a lawful comrdaw inquiry, an officer must
KDYH D 3IRXQGHG VXVSLFLRQdAWKDW FULPLQDOLW\ LV DIR
44. Suspected violations of federal immigration law do not satisfy the conditions to effectuate
either form of stop. Such violations are neither felonies nor misdemeanors as defined by
state penal law. Moreover, because these are civil violations, they doomstitute
criminality.
45.  Following Wells NCPDissuedAdministrative Order 2@03 confirming that it would no

longer hold people based solely on ICE detaingee (Nassau Counfydmin. Order 20

4 Office of the New York State Attorney Gener@lidance Concerning Local Authorities’ Participation in
Immigration Enforcement and Model Provisiddan 2, 202h Danberg Bigg#ffirmation Exhibit 5, at 5
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003 Danberg BiggsAffirmation Exhibit 6).° In that order, NCPD acknowledged the
$SSHOODWH 'LYLVLRQYVY UXOLQJ WKDW DGPLQLVWUDWLY'
officials do not provide state and local law enforcement officers with authority to detain an
individual. On information and kief, NCPD has never rescinded or amended
AdministrativeOrder 26003.

46. In addition to the specific limitations that New York law imposes on local law enforcement
officers, state law also imposes limiea ORFDO JRYHUQPHQWVY DELOLW\ V
with other governmententities. The New York Constitution only authorizes local
governments to enter contracts with the federal government for the undertaking of

IXQFWLRQV WKDW *HDFK SDUWLFLSDWLQJ ORFDO JRYHUC
(NY Const art IX, 8 Ic]). Accordingly, county governments and local police departments
FDQQRW :DVVXPH .B\REZRQWEHFW.YOHG R M#itG\Send/&® WH VW I
Gravel Co v Town of OgdeB08 NYS2 918, at *4 [Sup Ct Monroe County 2005]).

History of Racial Profiling Caused by Task Force Model 287(g) Agreements

47.  Due to the broad and unchecked authority conferredidsk Force ModeRgreements,
they frequently resulteéh rampant racial profiling. Most notably, after the Maricopa
&RXQW\ 6 KHULIITV 2IILFH 30&62° OHGT&sk FdRdd Modeb DL R H-
Agreement, it engaged in such blatant and widespread racial profiling that both the DOJ
and private parties filed suits. A 2011 investigation by the Department of Justice found that

MCSO stopped Latino drivers at rates up to nine times higher thabatio drivers®

Seealso*tHRIlI '"HPSVH\ 31DVVDX 3ROLFH 6WRS '"HWDLQL @Qar, 2P2020)DQWYV IRU ,&
Danberg Bigg#\ffirmation Exhibit 7, available afittps://patch.com/new-york/mineola/nassau-police-stop-
detaining-immigrants-ice-report.

§/HWWHU RI )LQGLQJY 8QLWHG 6WDWHVY ,QYHVW((D2DMW,2B1Q, Tahb#&'dK H ODULFR
BiggsAffirmation Exhibit 8, available at
https://www.justice.gov/sites/default/files/crt/legacy/2011/12/15/mcso_findlettet512A . pdf.
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48. Accordingly, a federal court found that MCSO had engaged in a pattern and practice of
racial profiling and imposel a federal monitor, who remains in place to this dae (s
Melendres v Arpaio784 F.3d 1254 [9th Cir 2015ee alsdndependent Monitor for the
ODULFRSD &RXQW\ 6KHULIITV 2I1ILF3#, 2026].acbedpEpYsW H U
Affirmation Exhibit 9, available at
https://www.mcso.org/home/showpublisheddocument/1548/638791095047200000

49. MCSO was not the only department whefieagk Force ModeAgreement led to the racial
SURILOLQJ RI /IDWLQRV 7KH '2- DOVR IRXQG WKDW $ODP
entered arask Force ModeAgreement, stopped Latino drivers more often than other
drivers andvere more likely to arrest thewhen they did.

50. A report published 2010 by the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill found that
Task Force Modeagreements in the state were primarily used to target offenders who
posed no threat to public safety or individuals with no criminal rét@nerall, 33 percent
of individuals detained through the 287(g) program were charged with traffic violations;
in one county that was a subject of the stug figure rose to 57 perceht.

51. Researchers have found that 287(g) agreements foster environments that broadly increase
racial profiling by law enforcement agents that disproportionately impacts Latino and
Black community residents. A 2022 study from Texas A&M University also found that

this discriminatory behavior has affected law enforcement agencies that have not even

"IHWWHU RI )LQGLQJV 8QLWHG 6WDWHVYT ,QYHVWLJD.WS, R)RAnkElgH $ODPDC
BiggsAffirmation Exhibit 10, available atttps://www.justice.gov/iso/opa/resources/171201291812462488198.pdf

8 Mai Thi Nguyen and Hannah Gilthe 287(g) Program: The Costs and Consequences of Local Immigration

Enforcement in North Carolina Communiti@he Latino Migration ProjedFeh 2010, Danberg Biggs

Affirmation Exhibit 11, available afttp://dx.doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.1.4129.5204.

°1d. at 38
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entered a formal ICE agreement but are geographically proximate to an agency with an
active agreemerif.

52. In the face of a widespread and growing wave of successful litigation against the
departments using these agreements, ICE issued a 2012 policy memo discontinuing the
Task Force ModelLQ IDYRU RI 3PRUH HIILFLHQW XVH RI UHVRXU
FDVHYV ’

NCPD’s History of Racial Profiling

53. Inrecent decades, analyses of data on arrests by police on Long Island show that NCPD
engaged in biased policing that likely relied on racial profiling to some d&gree.
example, a Newsday investigation found that from 2007 to 2017, people who are Black,
Latino DQG RWKHU SHRSOH RI FRORU ZHUH IDU PRUH OLNF
DQG ZLQG XS EHKLIevE cedrdesd/ evenudhougtiRapproximately 73 percent of
/IRQJ ,VODQGYV SRSXODWLRQ zZDV ZKLWH DQG BHUFHQW
during this period* 6 SHFLILFDOO\ LQ 1DVVDX &RXQW\ SHRSOH RI
RI WKH SRSXODWLRQ EXW SHUFHQW RI DOO IHORQ\ DU/

DUUHVW FKDUJHV GXWLQJ WKH SDVW GHFDGH °

0 Huyen Pham & Pham H. VaBheriffs, State Troopers, and the Spillover Effects of Immigration Pqlighgriz
L Rev 463 (2022)DanbergBiggs Affirmation Exhibit 12

1 "y< , & ( D Q Q R Xepdrrdrivovatriditdbers, highlights focus on key priorities an issues new national
GHWDLQHU JXLGDQFH W RUIX Unmigratidn BRA-CUsto BN Rrkdunigidd/20, 2012, Danberg
BiggsAffirmation Exhibit 13, available atttps://www.ice.gov/news/releases(12ice-announcegearend
removainumbershighlightsfocuskey-priorities-and.

12 SseeThomas Maier & Ann CholJnequal justice: Racial disparity in arrests, sentencings qNewsday (Oct.
19, 2017)Danberg Bigg#\ffirmation Exhibit 14, available atttps://projects.newsday.com/loigjand/unequal
justice-partl/.

13 Exhibit 14.

¥d.
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54. Biased policing continued even after NCPD passed reforms to combat racial disparities.
A 2023 report released by the community advocacy group Long Island United to Transform
Policing & Community Safety found that in the year prior, NCPD arrested Black people
5.7 times more than white individuals and Latpeople up to 2.4 times more than white
people’®* )X UWKHU %ODFN LQGLYLGXDOV ZHUH 3 WR WLI
E\ RIILFHUV™ LQ o ihdidu@l$] webeVg.D @>2.7 times more likely to be
SDWWHG GRZQ" UHODWIZXHWARUDKILWA SHRSDHUHLWLHV LQ
RXWFRPHV 3KDV UHPDLQHG FRQVLVWHQW \HDU DIWHU \H
SURPLBHQW

NCPD Entered a Task Force Model 287g Agreement in March 2025
55. Despitethe clear state law limits on local immigration enforcemdimé, history of racial
SURILOLQJ DVVRFLDWHG ZLWK 7DVN )RUFH ORGHO $JUHI
racially discriminatory policingl ROORZLQJ 3UHVLGHQW 'RQDOG 7UXPST
Nassau County officials declared their intent to again assist federal officials with civil
immigration enforcemeniassau County ExecutiBruce Blakeman stated in November
37KH 1DVVDX &RXQW\ 3ROLFH '"HSDUWPH@dde£LOO FRI

Patrol, ICE, the FBI, and anybody else who wants to make sure these people are returned

WR WKH FRXQWULMY WKH\ FDPH IURP

B 0OLFKHOOH Blckiddpleland Latinos in Nassau arrested at significantly higher rates than whites despite
police reform, community advocates siigwsday (Oct. 10, 2023panberg Bigg#ffirmation Exhibit 15,

available ahttps://www.newsday.com/longland/crime/nassapolice-stopsblackslatinosreform-ck4mcocr

181d.

7d.

8 1d. (internal quotation marks omitted).

19 Kevin VeserNassau County Executive Bruce Blakeman affirms support for mass deportation policy, vows county
assistanceNews 12 Long Islan{Nov. 20, 2023, Danberg Bigg#\ffirmation Exhibit 16, available at
https://longisland.news12.com/nassaunty-executivebruceblakemaraffirms-supportfor-massdeportation
policy-vows-county-assistance.
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56.,Q JHEUXDU\ %ODNHPDQ UHLWHUDWHG WKH &RXQW\T
LPPLIJUDWLRQ HQIRUFHPHQW UHOHDVLQJ D VWDWHPHQW
Departments are fully cooperating with ICE and other federal agencies to roilledjaip
PLIUDQWYV ~

57.0n February 4, 2025, Nassau County officials formally announced that NCPD was entering
a 287(g) Agreement to cooperate with federal authorities in civil immigration
enforcement! Specifically, the County announced it had crdssignated ten detectives
as civil immigration officers and allocated fifty jail beds to detain people for up to seventy
two hours on behalf of ICE

58.0n March 3, 2025, Respondent Patrick J. Ryder, acting on behBIEBD, officially
signed a Memorandum of Agreement to enter a 287(g) Agreement witrsé@Exhibit
1). On March 10, 2025, Todd M. Lyons signed the 287(g) Agreement on behalf of ICE
(id.).

59. 1&3'TV J $J Uil rask@dfce ModeAgreement.Under the agreement
deputized officers can question any person they believe to be present in the United States
unlawfully; arrest, without a warrant, those they believe are in the United States unlawfully;
and serve and execute arrest warrants for immigration violaihreg @).
60. Beyond streetOHYHO LQYHVWLJDWLRQV DQG DUUHVWY 1&3'7)

deputized officers to process for immigration removal and detention those who have been

20 Kiran Dhillon & Matthew Euzarrang&Nassau County Executive Confirms cooperation with ICE for migrant
enforcementPIX11 (Jan. 25, 2025Qanberg BiggAffirmation Exhibit 17, available at
https://pix11.com/news/localews/nassaaounty-executiveconfirmscooperatiorwith-ice-for-migrant

enforcement/.

21 Krista McNally, Blakeman: Nassau County detectives to assist ICE in detaining immigrants in the county illegally
who commit crimedNews 12 Long Island (Feb. 4, 202Banberg Bigg#ffirmation Exhibit 18, available at
https://longisland.news12.com/blakermaassatcounty-detectiveso-assistice-in-detainingimmigrantsin-the-
countyillegally-who-commitcrimes

22d.
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arrested for state and federal criminal offenses; issue immigration detainers themselves;
prepare immigratiorspecific charging documents, including a Notice to Appear in
immigration court; and obtain evidenténcluding biometric datéd on behalf of ICEif.

at 2-3).

61. The 287(g) Agreementlso provides that NCPD can take and maintain custody of
individuals arrested by ICE, or another State or local law enforcement agency on behalf of
ICE, including for arrests solely for violations of immigration laws; and to transport
individuals to ICE étention facilitiesigl.).

62. Not only does the 287(g) Agreement purport to allow Nassau police officers to do the very
thing thatWellsprohibits2 arrest people based on an immigration detdintauthorize
NCPD officers to take the further step of arresting pewapieout a detainer and based
VROHO\ RQ WKHLU RZQ LQGLYLGXDO VXVSLFLRQ 7KHVH
Administrative Order 2@03.

The Respondents’ Justification for the March 2025287(g) Agreement

63. /ILNH DQ\ DJHQF\ DFWLRQ WKH 5tHaz8RNGreep@nihfusBhi¢ FL VLR C
supported by sufficient rationaleeé Save Am.’s Clocks, Inc. v City of New York, 33 NY3d
198, 220 [2019)).

64. In the faceof overwhelming evidence that Task Force Model 287(g) Agreements
IUHTXHQWO\ UHVXOW LQ UDFLDO SURILOLQJ 1&3'fV RZ
policing, andthe wellestablished limits on local enforcement of federal immigration law,

WKH 5HVSRQGHQWY HQWHUHG WKH J $JUHHRIHQW DQG

one purported reason: crime.
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65.

66.

67.

&RXQW\ ([HFXWLYH %ODNHPDQ H[SODLQHG WKDW KH YL
QHFHVVDU\ UHVSRQVH WR WKH VHULR e StatEdfurthe’r D | H W\
WKDW KH GLUHFWHG 1&3' WR HQWHU W KChounty shfefdd HHP H Q)
XQYHWWHG LOOHJDO LPPLPUDQWYV ZKR FRPPLW FULPHV ~
Despite these claims, index crimes actually fell in the first two months of?2628

Nassau County was recently named the safest county in the country by U.S. News and
World Report® County Executive Blakeman boasted about this report in a social media

post in April 2025, just a month after NCPD entered the 287(g) Agreément.

Further, there is no evidence that immigration is responsible for crime in Nassau County.
Rather, data consistently show that immigrants are considerably less likely to commit
crimes than people born in the United Stases (Debunking the Myth of Immigrants and

Crime, American Immigration Council [Oct. 17, 2024Danberg BiggsAffirmation

Exhibit 24 Brianna Seid, Rosemary Nidiry, and Ram Subramamabunking the Myth

of the ‘Migrant Crime Wave,’ Brennan Center for Justice [May 29, 20234nberg Biggs

Affirmation Exhibit 25, available ahttps://www.brennancenter.org/owvork/analysis

23 Bruce BlakemanlCE Partnership Targets Criminals to Keep Nassau Sdfelerald(Mar. 7, 2025, Danberg
BiggsAffirmation Exhibit 19, available atttps://www.liherald.com/stories/brud#akemarice-partnershiptargets
criminalsto-keepnassatsafe,213577.

24 Brandon CruzNassau Exec Bruce Blakeman Pledges to Work with d@kebrates that County Is ‘Not a
Sanctuary’, NY Post(Mar. 12, 2025, Danberg Bigg#\ffirmation Exhibit 20, available at
https://nypost.com/2025/03/12 agws/nassaexechbruceblakemanpledgesto-work-with-ice-celebrateghat
countyis-nota-sanctuary/

25 Nassau County Police Department Sttam Comparison Repoibanberg Bigg#ffirmation Exhibit 21,
available atttps://www.pdcn.org/DocumentCenter/View/6346/Y-NILPD-Strat Com-ComparisoAMonthly-
without-OtherCrirre.

26 Steven Ross JohnsoFhe Safest Communities in Amarit).S. News and World Report [Aug. 6, 20d34nberg
Biggs Affirmation Exhibit 22,available ahttps://www.usnews.com/news/healthiestnmunities/slideshows/safest
countiesin-america?onepage

27 Facebook Post of Nassau County Executive Bruce Blakeman [Apr 29, Befijerg Bigg#ffirmation, Exhibit
23, available at https://www.facebook.com/BruceBlakemanNCExec/posts/rniassamthe safestcountyin-
americathanksto-the-nassatcounty-police-de/1259739319491881/.
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opinion/debunkingmythrmigrantcrimewavg. Indeed, in Nassau County, as the immigrant

population has grown in recent yeamsme has steadily decreased.

Petitioners areHarmed by NCPD’s 287(g) Agreement

68.The 287(g) Agreement authorizes a broad and aggressive set of police powers, which
NCPD officers may exercise anywhere in the community. For immigrants living in Nassau
County, as well as for many residents of color who have lived in the U.S. theiliessre
leaving home means risking being stopped, interrogated, or arrested by an NCPD officer
who suspects they are undocumeniguke Petitioners are three nprofit organizations
and two residents of Nassau County. Between them, they refldmtethdthand diversity
of peoplewhose lives have been impactédh 1&3'fV J $IJUHHPHQW

69.CARECEN LV D QRQSURILW WKDW SURYLGHV *:OHJDO VHUYL
DGYRFDF\ WR DQG RQ EHKDOI Rl /RQJ ZNQODtECafigéstt PP LI U
immigration legal service provider on Long Islat@ARECEN serves clients in Nassau
County and works teesearchand disseminate accurate informatimntheir clients on
immigration issues& $5(&(1 DOVR DGYRFDWHY DJDLQVW SROLFLH
immigrant community.

70.$SSUR[LPDWHO\ KDOI RI &8 f(R4sk§v/CEHUBAS Qrivdiyrants of
YDU\LQJ LPPLJUDWLRQ VWDWXV &$5(&(1MV FOLHQWYV ULV
the 287(g) Agreement whenever they leave their homes. Since March, many of these
families have lived in fear that they will be stopped, interrogatedirested by an NCPD

officer acting pursuant to the 287(g) Agreement.

28 pffidavit of Jessica Greenber§jl, Danberg Bigg#ffirmation Exhibit 26.
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71.Some & & $5 (& ( $§lients are afraid to report incidents to NCPD because of the 287(g)
Agreement. This includes an individual who was the victim of a crime but is too afraid to
seek U Nonimmigrant Status, a client who has experienced domestic violence but does not
want to report it out of concern that it would trigger removal proceedingkeaddo more
abuse, and a client who has witnessed child abuse but has not reported it because they are
concerned that themselves and the child may be deported.

72.CARECEN has devoted significant resourcesponding to the 287(g) Agreement
including the time of ten attorneys, eight law school graduates, and fourteen paralegals.

73. &$5(&(1YV /HIDO 'LUHFWRU -HVVLFD *UHHQE-rhidite QRZ DW
PHHWLQJY HDFK ZHHN WR GLVFXVV DGYRFDF\ UHODWHG V
to communicating about this topic through email and other means.

74.To support its clientsCARECEN regularly conducts Know Your Rights presentations in
Nassau Countykollowing the announcement of the 287(g) Agreement, CARECEN has
had to modify these trainings to incorporate information about how their clients should
interact with NCPD and the potential consequences of the 287(g) Agreement. This took
time to research, iaddition to the time spent planning the logistics of the presentations.

75.CARECEN clients and their relatives have had interactions WD that required
CARECEN legal staff to providecounselingand develop contingency plats address
potential immigration consequences of the interastion

76.Since the February 2025 announcement of the 28¥ggement, CARECEN staff have
dedicated approximately 370 hours to advocacy efforts surrounding the agreement. This is
D GLYHUVLRQ RI &$%$5(&étlyag rédbcedRtKdir Rabildy to represent their

individual clients.
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77.HAFALI is amembershighasedrganizationocatedin Nassau Countthatservesand is
comprised oHaitianrAmerican families in Long IslandHAFALI provides members with
support on issues they face in their daily lives, such as housing, public benefits, school, and
language access, and strivesléwelopa community among their membensaddition to
conductingadvoca&y onissues pertinent to the Haiti@&xmerican community

78.+%$)%$/,1TV PHPEHUYVKind&vidugld Witk G Hafiety of immigratiorstatugs,
including citizens, permanent residents, and undocumented individualth many
member families being mixestatus.

79.HAFALI { Members experience fear and stress over the threat of immigration enforcement
in Nassau County. Members have reported being afraid to take the bus, attend church,
drive, send their children to schoar even leave their house because they are concerned
they will be stopped, questioned, or detained due to their immigration status.

80. This fear and stress arise not only from concern over immigration enforcement by federal
agents, but also from interactions wNCPD. Every potential interaction with NCPD
FDUULHVY WKH ULVN RI EHLQJ GHWDLQHG TXHVWLRQHG
risk imposes a daily burden that changes the way they structure their lives.

81L.+%$)%/,MV VHUYLF HfNeckeDd duE tdakdHear. Members have dropped out of their
Englishas a Second Language cldssaddition, the organization struggles to plan events
since attendance has droppasl people are hesitant to leave their homes.

82.The Episcopal Diocese of Long Islandserves members througholitngs, Queens,

Suffolk, and Nassau Countisrough a variety of church servicéss part of its mission

to implement the teachings of Jesus Christ in the public sgharBiocese supports recent
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immigrantsthrough food pantries, meal programs, language claaf$esschool programs,
and other services

83.The Diocese considers its parishioners to be its membeese are 27 parishes in Nassau
County, with between 50 and 200 parishioners eltdmy of the parishes in Nassau
County have a significant immigrant populatidinis includes members that are citizens
and noncitizens, including those that are undocumented.

84.Since early 2025, many parishioners have expressed fear over attending church services
because of the threat of immigration enforcement. Thidduet® a drop in attendance at
some churches reverend at one Nassau County parish reportedNG&D presence in
the vicinity of the church has resulted in lower attendance at some religious services,
including burials. The drop has been patrticularly notable amongadadirishioners.

85. At least two food pantries operated by the Diocese have seen a drop in visitors over the
past few monthaviany of the visitors to the food pantry are members of the Dicnede
many have expressed fear that they may be stopped, detained, or arrestadogbgang
WKH 'LRFHVHTVImRigr&tiod Difig&ksuravelihg in both NCPD patrol cars and
black unmarked vehicles have been sighted around the food pantries and have arrested
people there.

86. Parishioners have been stopped and question@OBD over their immigration status.
Some have experienced this multiple times and have been threatened with arrest.

87. 7KLV KDV DIIHFWHG WKH 'LRFHVH YV PbyRitaDdttéhtlanédratF D U U\
church is required for members to participate in the Eucharist and Holy Communion, and
helps to build community, encourage participatiocharchprograms, solicit donations,

and allovs the church to provide effective pastoral care to their members.
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88. Further, a@dressinghe harmsof immigration enforcementofWMKH 'LRFHVH{V PHPEH!I
prevenedDiocese staff from focusing on other essential ministries.

89.Marc Soto is the Executive Director of the Liga De Justicia Foundation, a nonprofit that
serves immigrants and hosts events in Nassau and SGibolkties.

90. As part of his work, Mr. Soto regularly travétsand attends events in Nassaounty and
interacts with immigrants who are both documented and undocumentdteddently
speaks in Spanish to communicate with the people that his organization serves.

91.When Mr. Soto attends events on public property, he almost always observes police
officers present.

92.Mr. Soto is concerned that when he is in Nassau County, he will be stopped and questioned
about his immigration status because of his frequent interactions with the ibatingrant
community, the fact that he is Latino man, and the fact that he speaks Spianistalso
concerned thaiICPDmay detain him if they believe he is in the United States in violation
of the law.

93.This fear has caused Mr. Soto to be hesitant about scheduling events in Nassau County
because he is concerned that he or members of his community may be stopped, questioned,
or detained.

94.Mr. Soto has observed how fear of immigration enforcement has decreased attendance at
events in NasaCGounty anctaused individuals to avoid public events.

95.John Doeis an undocumented individual who has lived in Nassau County for over thirty
years.

96.Mr. Doe has been stopped by police multiple times while in Nassau County. Several of

those incidenteccurredn wealthier predominantly whit@eighborhoods in Nassau where
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SROLFH WROG 00U 'RH WKDW KH ORRNHG 3VXVSLFLRXV™ L
neighborhood, leading Mr. Doe to believe ttiaése stops may have been motivated by
racial profiling.

97.In one incident in late 2024, Mr. Doe was detained by ICE in Nassau County. Although he
was ultimately released, the incident left him deeply fearful of immigration enforcement.

98.SinceNCPD entered the 287(ghgreement, Mr. Doe has noticed increased immigration
enforcement activity. This has amplified his fear of being stopped and potentially detained
again.

99. As a result of tts fear, Mr. Doe has altered his behavior. He drives less frequently and has
started to avoid places whene observedmmigration enforcement. He has advised his
loved ones talothe same. They now only leave the house to go to work or school.

100. Mr. Doe is a soccezoach andhas canceled practice for his team because many of
the teanmembersandtheirfamilies are immigrants.

101. This fear has affected the wider community. Mr. Dae observethat immigrants
in Nassau County are fearful BICPD and federal immigration authorities to the point
where there are fewer cars on the street. People are also hesitant to reach out to the police
for assistance because they fear immigration consequences.

102. Mr. Doe is afraid that he will be stopped by police due to racial profiling in the
future and detained because he lacks documentation. He is concerned that he may
ultimately be deported.

CAUSE OF ACTION

Violation of CPLR § 7803

Entering Into the 287(q) Agreement Was Affected by an Error of Law
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103. The Retitionessrepeat and rallege every allegation above as though fully set forth
herein.
104. The 287(g) Agreemenenacted bythe Respondentsudhorizes the veryype of

arrests thaNew York law prohibitsLikewise, the287(g) Agreemenauthorizes officers
to detain and question individuals without any suspicion of criminality, as required by New
York law. Nassau County is barred under Article 9 § 1(c) of the New York Constitution
from entering a contract ¥ the federal governmetu provide serviceghat the county is
not authorized to provide itsel\s such, the decision to entie 287(g) Agreementvas
SDIIHFWHG E\ D Qn #HdlaticR bf GRLRE D8DI3).

105. The Retitioners are entitled to judgment under CP&RR806 enjoiningthe 287(g)
Agreement and preventinglCPD or Commissioner Ryder from enforcing federal
immigration law as contemplated in the agreement.

Entering Into the 287(g) Agreement WadArbitrary and Capricious

106. The Retitionessrepeat and rallege every allegation above as though fully set forth
herein.
107. The Respondesfldecision to entethe 287(g) Agreement that authorized its

officers to effectuate unlawful arrestsd engage in unlawful interrogations and detentions
was arbitrary and capricious in violation of CPER803(3).

108. The Respondenffdecision to entethe 287(g) Agreementdirectly contradict
NCPD Y Xdministrative Order 26003 which established policy against honoring ICE
detairers afterWellswas decidegddisregardedstrong evidence demonstrating that such
agreements lead to racial profiliagpd thatNCPD has and continues to engage in biased

policing; and was based upon speculative and unsupported con@rast immigrant
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related crime in Nassau Counfyhe 5HV S R Q G H Q WvasTarGitkaFy LaWd_diicious
under CPLR8 7803(3).

109. ThePetitioners are therefore entitled to judgment under C®L806setting aside
NCPD Y ¥87(g) agreemerandenjoiningNCPD or Commissioner Ryder from enforcing
federal immigration law as contemplated in the agreement.

Stay and Preliminary Injunction

110. ThePetitionesrepeat and rallege every allegation above as though fully set forth
herein.
111. The Petitiones areentitled to a preliminary injunction and stay pursuant to CPLR

887805 and 630&njoining the enforcement of RespondeR®7(g) Agreement pending
the final determination of this proceeding.

112. ThePetitiones have established a substantial likelihood of success on the merits.

113. The Petitiones will suffer irreparable injury including unlawful and
unconstitutional interrogationsdetentions, and arrestajnless the Court enjoins
enforcement ofhe Respondent®87(g)Agreement.

114. The balance of equities weigltdecisively in favor of issuing a stay dafie

Respondent®87(g)Agreement.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

115. WHEREFORE the Petitiones respectfully requegtidgment as follows
116. Issue preliminary relief enjoining enforcement of #8¥(g)Agreement during the

pendency of this proceeding;

117. Issue injunctive relief permanently enjoining amseétting asidethe 287(g)
Agreement;
25
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118. Award the Petitiones reasonable costs; and
1109. Grantany and all further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

Dated:New York, New York
June?24, 205
Respectfully Submitted,

NEW Y ORK CIVIL LIBERTIESUNION FOUNDATION

Rubin Danberg Biggs

Amy Belsher

Ifeyinwa K. Chikezie
Elizabeth Gyori

Molly K. Biklen

125 Broad Street, 19th Floor
New York, New York 10004
212-607-3300

rbiggs@nyéu.org

LATINOJUSTICEPRLDEF
Andrew Case

475 Riverside Drivet1901
New York NY 10115
(212)739-7506
acase@latinojustice.org

COMMUNITY LEGAL ASSISTANCECORPORATION
Stefan H. Krieger

Alexander T. Holtzman

108 HofstraJniversity

Hempstead, New York 11549
516-463-5934
Stefan.h.krieger@hofstra.edu

Counsel for Petitioners
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF
NEW YORK, NASSAU COUNTY

e ——— 1§ L T L LR I S S - -

In the Matter of the Application of Index No.
CENTRAL AMERICAN REFUGEE

CENTER, EPISCOPAL DIOCESE OF

LONG ISLAND, HAITIAN AMERICAN

FAMILY OF LONG ISLAND, MARC

SOTO, and JOHN DOEL,

Petitioners,

For Judgment and Order pursuant to Article
78 of the Civil Practice Law and Rules

-against-

PATRICK RYDER, in his official capacity as
the Commissioner of the Nassau County
Police Department, NASSAU COUNTY, and

the NASSAU COUNTY POLICE
DEPARTMENT

Respondents.

[ ———————————— e e R R R i ——— ===

[, Melanie Creps, affirm this 23™ day of June, 2025, under the penalties of perjury under the laws of New
York, which may include a fine or imprisonment, that the foregoing is true, and I understand that this

document may be filed in an action or proceeding in a court of law:
1. I am Executive Director of CARECEN. a named petitioner in this action

2. | am making this verification under CPLR 3020(d)

3. I have read the Verified Petition and the allegations in paragraphs 1-10, 15-76, and 103-119 are
true to my personal knowledge, except as to those matters alleged on information and belief, and

as to those matters I believe them to be true.

elanie Creps

nt to New York State court rules (22 NYCRR 8202.5-b(d)(3)(i))
(G i site, had not yet been reviewed and

of a
ime
Cou
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In the Matter of the Application of Index No.
CENTRAL AMERICAN REFUGEE

CENTER, EPISCOPAL DIOCESE OF

LONG ISLAND, HAITIAN AMERICAN

FAMILY OF LONG ISLAND, MARC

SOTO, and JOHN DOE,

Petitioners,

For Judgment and Order pursuant to Article
78 of the Civil Practice Law and Rules

-against-

PATRICK RYDER, in his official capacity as
the Commissioner of the Nassau County
Police Department, NASSAU COUNTY, and
the NASSAU COUNTY POLICE
DEPARTMENT

Respondents.

-X
I, Lawrence C. Provenzano, affirm this 24th day of June, 2025, under the penalties of perjury under the

laws of New York, which may include a fine or imprisonment, that the foregoing is true, and I understand
that this document may be filed in an action or proceeding in a court of law:

1. 1am the Bishop of the Episcopal Diocese of Long Island, a petitioner in this action.
2. 1 am making this verification under CPLR 3020(d)
3. | have read the Verified Petition and the allegations in paragraphs 1-9, 12, 15-68, 82-88, and 103-

119 are true to my personal knowledge, except as to those matters alleged on information and
belief, and as to those matters I believe them to be true.

5 PSR §2025b(d)(3)(|))

& een revi ewed and
authodzlgtheCo § Clerk to reject

davaencg STOREMNGRy not have been

which, at the tinme of its printout fromthe court sys
approved by the County Clerk. Because court rules (22N S
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SUPREME COURT OFTHE STATH OF
NEW \URl\. N: \\\(\U COUNTY

In the Matter of the Application of CENTRAL
AMERICAN REFUGEL CENTER,
EPISCOPAL DIOCESE OF LONG ISLAND,
HAITIAN-AMERICAN FAMILY OI' LONG
ISLAND, MARC SOTO, and JOHN DOV,

Petitioners,

For Judgment and Order pursuant to Article 78
of the Civil Practice Law and Rules

-against-
PATRICK RYDER, in his official capacity as the
Commissioner of the Nassau County Police

Department, and the NASSAU COUNTY
POLICE DEPARTMENT

Respondents.

I, Maryse Lamercie Emmanuel-Garcy, affirm this 24* day of June, 2025, under the penalties of perjury
under the laws of New York, which may include a fine or imprisonment, that the foregoing is true, and |
understand that this document may be filed in an action or proceeding in a court of law:

1. Tam a named petitioner in this action.
2. 1 am making this verification under CPLR 3020(d).

3. Thave read the Verified Petition and the allegations in paragraphs 1-9, 11, 15-68, 77-81, and 103-

119 are true to my personal knowledge, except as to those matters alleged on information and
belief, and as to those matters 1 believe them to be true.

eme Emmanuel -Garcy
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF
NEW YORK, NASSAU COUNTY

X

In the Matter of the Application of Index No.
CENTRAL AMERICAN REFUGEE

CENTER, EPISCOPAL DIOCESE OF

LONG ISLAND, HAITIAN AMERICAN

FAMILY OF LONG ISLAND, MARC

SOTO, and JOHN DOE,

Petitioners,

For Judgment and Order pursuant to Article
78 of the Civil Practice Law and Rules

-against-
PATRICK RYDER, in his official capacity as

the Commissioner of the Nassau County
Police Department, NASSAU COUNTY, and

the NASSAU COUNTY POLICE
DEPARTMENT

Respondents.
-X

I, Marc Soto, affirm this 24th day of June, 2025, under the penalties of perjury under the laws of New
York, which may include a fine or imprisonment, that the foregoing is true, and 1 understand that this
document may be filed in an action or proceeding in a court of law:

1. Tam anamed petitioner in this action
2. 1am making this verification under CPLR 3020(d)

3. Thave read the Verified Petition and the allegations in paragraphs 1-9, 13, 15-68, 89-94, and 103-
119 are true to my personal knowledge, except as to those matters alleged on information and
belief, and as to those matters I believe them to be trug.

7/

r' = =
Marc Soto
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SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF
NEW YORK, NASSAU COUNTY
X

In the Matter of the Application of CENTRAL
AMERICAN REFUGEE CENTER,
EPISCOPAL DIOCESE OF LONG ISLAND,
HAITTAN-AMERICAN FAMILY OF LONG
ISLAND, MARC SOTO, and JOHN DOE,

Petitionets,

For Judgment and Order pursuant to Article 78
of the Civil Practice Law and Rules

-against-

PATRICK RYDER, in his official capacity as the
Commissioner of the Nassau County Police
Department, and the NASSAU COUNTY
POLICE DEPARTMENT ,

Respondents.
X

L, I 2ffirm this 24* day of June, 2025, under the penalties of perjury under the laws of New
York, which may include a fine or imprisonment, that the foregoing is true, and I understand that this
document may be filed in an action or proceeding in a court of law:

1. Iam a named petitioner in this action.
2. I am making this verification under CPLR 3020(d).
3. Ihave read the Verified Petition and the allegations in paragraphs 1-9, 14, 15-68, and 95-119 are

true to my personal knowledge, except as to those matters alleged on information and belief, and
as to those matters I believe them to be true.
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