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WARRANTS AND SUBPOENAS 
What to Look Out for and How to Respond 

 
JANUARY 2025 

 
The three immigration agencies of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security (DHS)— U.S. 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), U.S. Customs and Border Protection (CBP), and 
U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS) — have, in recent years, used increasingly 
aggressive tactics to intimidate immigrants and coerce them into cooperating with federal 
immigration enforcement. Understanding the differences between a subpoena and a warrant — 
documents that immigration agencies rely on as part of their tactics to coerce cooperation — is 
critical and enables people to exercise their rights in an informed manner. This fact sheet 
provides community members and advocates clarification on:  
 

• Immigration enforcement power and immigration subpoena power; 
• How to distinguish between judicial warrants, subpoenas, and their administrative 

immigration counterparts; 
• What to do in response to receiving an immigration warrant or immigration subpoena.  

 
This fact sheet also includes a case study about Liberty High School in New York City, 
highlighting how schools, advocates, and lawyers can intervene to block immigration 
subpoenas and keep immigrant communities safe. 
 

Immigration Enforcement and Subpoena Powers Are Limited by the Fourth 
Amendment. 
 
The three immigration agencies — ICE, CBP, and USCIS — share the same immigration 
enforcement power and the same immigration subpoena power. ICE is responsible for 
immigration enforcement in the interior of the U.S. while CBP is the agency responsible for 
enforcement at or near the nation’s borders as well as functional equivalents of the border.1 In 
contrast, USCIS’s main function is to process and make decisions about immigration relief, 
immigration status, and citizenship–related applications. USCIS does not, nor is it authorized 
to, engage in the types of immigration enforcement that ICE and CBP do. 
 

 
1 Functional equivalents of the border include ports of entry and international airports. 
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ICE and CBP’s power to enforce immigration law —referred to in this fact sheet as 
“immigration enforcement power” — is limited by our Fourth Amendment constitutional right 
to be free from unreasonable searches and seizures of persons or objects.2  Under the Fourth 
Amendment, a search or seizure against you is unreasonable if you had a reasonable expectation 
of privacy in the area searched or items seized.3 You had a reasonable expectation of privacy if, 
at the time of the search, (1) you had an actual (subjective) expectation of privacy in the place 
or things searched, and (2) your expectation was one that society recognizes as (objectively) 
reasonable.4  
 
The prime example of a place where a person has a reasonable expectation of privacy is their 
own home. Our legal system acknowledges that people would expect privacy in their own 
homes and that society would recognize such an expectation as a reasonable one. Conversely, 
our legal system does not find that a person has a reasonable expectation of privacy in public 
areas or places accessible by members of the public. 
 
The Fourth Amendment also places restrictions on “immigration subpoena power,” which is 
the power immigration agencies have to gather physical evidence or testimony from individuals 
for their immigration investigations. Under the Fourth Amendment, to be legally valid an 
immigration subpoena must not be unreasonable. This means that immigration subpoenas, 
which are formal written requests for information or witness testimony, must be tailored in 
scope, relevant, and clear in describing what specific information is being sought, why the 
request is being made, and for what purpose.5 
 
Thus, the Fourth Amendment functions as an important limit on both immigration 
enforcement power and immigration subpoena power. Still, immigration agencies continue to 
test the limits of Fourth Amendment protections by seeking new ways to conduct enforcement 
activity and compel people to hand over sensitive information. Their most common forms of 
doing so are through the increased use of immigration warrants and immigration subpoenas 
and by inducing consent by presenting warrants or subpoenas to the people they’re targeting 
for enforcement. 
 
 

 
2 U.S. CONST. amend. IV. (“The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, against 
unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated.”). 
3 Katz v. United States, 389 U.S. 347 (1967). 
4 Id. 
5 Under the Fourth Amendment’s reasonable requirement standard for administrative subpoenas, an immigration 
subpoena may not be overbroad in scope, irrelevant and improper in purpose, or ambiguous such that compliance is 
unreasonably burdensome. See v. City of Seattle, 387 U.S. 541, 544 (1967) (“[T]he subpoena [must] be sufficiently 
limited in scope, relevant in purpose, and specific in directive so that compliance will not be unreasonably 
burdensome”). 
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Key Differences between Judicial Warrants, Immigration Warrants, 
Judicial Subpoenas, and Immigration Subpoenas.   
 

Terminology Basics 
 
Immigration warrants and immigration subpoenas are administrative warrants and 
administrative subpoenas, respectively, given that the issuing parties — ICE, CBP, and USCIS 
— are administrative agencies. These terms encompass any warrant or subpoena issued by any 
of the three agencies — e.g., “immigration warrant” encompasses ICE warrants and CBP 
warrants, and “immigration subpoena” covers USCIS, ICE, and CBP subpoenas. To distinguish 
between judicial warrants, immigration warrants, judicial subpoenas, and immigration 
subpoenas, the basic terms and distinctions between judicial and administrative documents 
must be carefully defined and understood: 
 

• A judicial warrant is a formal written order authorizing a law enforcement officer to 
make an arrest, a seizure, or a search. A judicial warrant is issued by a judicial court. 
Courts that issue judicial warrants include both state and federal courts, such as a 
“Superior Court of California” or a “U.S. District Court,” and a judicial warrant is signed 
by a judge or magistrate judge. Furthermore, judicial warrants must be complied with, and 
there are serious consequences for refusing to comply with a judicial warrant. Note that 
a warrant signed by an immigration judge is not a judicial warrant.6  
 

• An administrative warrant is a formal written document authorizing a law enforcement 
officer from a designated federal agency, such as an ICE agent from DHS, to make an 
arrest or a seizure. An administrative warrant is issued by a federal agency such as DHS 
and can be signed by an “immigration judge” or an “immigration officer.”7 Unlike a 
judicial warrant, an administrative warrant does not authorize a search. Therefore, an ICE 
agent who has only an administrative warrant may not conduct a search based on the 
warrant, though, in certain circumstances, the administrative warrant would authorize 
the agent to make a seizure or arrest. 

 
 
 

 
6 An immigration judge (IJ) presides exclusively in immigration court over administrative deportation proceedings, 
and an IJ’s authority to issue administrative warrants and administrative subpoenas exists only in the immigration 
court context. See 8 C.F.R. § 1240.41. Warrants and subpoenas signed by or otherwise issued by an immigration judge 
are not judicial warrants or judicial subpoenas. 
7 “Immigration officer” is a term that designates employees and agents of U.S. Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement (ICE), U.S. Citizenship and Immigration Services (USCIS), and U.S. Customs and Border Protection 
(CBP). See INA § 101(a)(18). 
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• A judicial subpoena is a formal written order directed at a person to compel: (1) 

his/her/their testimony as a witness in court or in a deposition or (2) the production of 
evidence under a penalty for failure to comply. A judicial subpoena is issued by a judicial 
court. Courts that issue judicial subpoenas include both state and federal courts. Judicial 
subpoenas must be complied with, and there are serious consequences for refusing to 
comply with a judicial subpoena. However, it’s possible that not everyone who works for 
or is associated with a particular entity is authorized to accept a judicial subpoena 
directed at the entity — for example, not all employees of a city, school district, or 
business are authorized to accept judicial subpoenas issued to that city, school district, 
or business. Therefore, it is important to check your entity’s internal employment 
policies to understand how to respond to and comply with a judicial subpoena. Note, a 
subpoena signed by an immigration judge or issued by an immigration court is not a 
judicial subpoena. (See footnote 6) 
 

• An administrative subpoena is a formal written document directed at a person to compel 
(1) his/her/their testimony as a witness in an investigation or (2) the production of 
evidence. However, an administrative subpoena is issued by a federal agency such as DHS 
and can be signed by an “immigration judge” or an “immigration officer.” Unlike a 
judicial subpoena, there is no immediate requirement to comply with an administrative 
subpoena, even if the issuer was an “immigration judge”; penalties for failure to comply 
may occur only if the issuer takes additional steps to enforce the subpoena in federal 
district court. 

 Judicial Warrant Administrative Warrant 

Issuing 
entity? 

A judicial court; federal court judge 
or magistrate; state court judge or 
magistrate 

Administrative agencies such as 
DHS, USCIS, ICE or CBP; 
immigration judge or immigration 
court 

Compliance 
required? 

Yes — always, if it is a valid judicial 
warrant 

Depends. An administrative warrant 
does not authorize a search, but, in 
some circumstances, it may 
authorize a civil arrest or seizure. 

 Judicial Subpoena Administrative Subpoena 

Issuing 
entity? 

A judicial court; federal court judge 
or magistrate; state court judge or 
magistrate 

Administrative agencies such as 
DHS, USCIS, ICE or CBP; 
immigration judge or immigration 
court 
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Distinguishing Between a Warrant and a Subpoena Generally.  
 
Because compliance with a either a warrant or a subpoena requires different action steps and 
different time/deadlines apply to each, upon receiving or being served with a document from 
ICE or CBP or USCIS, it is important to determine (1) what the received/served document 
actually is and (2) whether the document is judicially enforceable such that compliance with it 
is required. For guidelines on what your rights are and what to do if ICE or immigration authorities 
come to your home or business with one of these documents, see “How to Respond if ICE, CBP, or 
USCIS Comes to Your Door with a ‘Warrant’ or ‘Subpoena,’” below. 
 
To determine what type of document you received, first scan the document for the word 
“warrant” or “subpoena”; usually, the document will be titled or labeled as one or the other. 
(Samples of each of these documents are included as appendices to this fact sheet.) Also, skim 
through the document to confirm whether its content matches what the document claims to be 
in its title. If the document seems to generally authorize the officer or agent from ICE or CBP to 
conduct a search or make an arrest, the document is likely a warrant. If the document says that 
a person must appear in court at some later date to give testimony as a witness or that a person 
must produce or hand over certain papers, forms, materials, information, etc., then the 
document is likely a subpoena. 
 
After determining whether the document is either a warrant or a subpoena, try to ascertain 
whether the document is a judicial warrant or subpoena that must be complied with or whether 
it is an administrative warrant or subpoena, which is not immediately enforceable. 
 

Distinguishing Between a Judicial Warrant/Subpoena and an Immigration 
Warrant/Subpoena.  
 

Judicial Warrant v. Immigration Warrant 
 
An immigration officer from ICE or CBP may not enter any nonpublic areas—or areas that are 
not freely accessible to the public and hence carry a higher expectation of privacy—without a 
valid judicial warrant or consent to enter. An immigration warrant is not the same as a judicial 
warrant; an immigration warrant does not authorize a search of nonpublic areas. If an ICE or 
any other immigration agency officer comes to your address demanding entry to search your 

Compliance 
required? 

Yes — always if it is a valid judicial 
subpoena 

No. Compliance is not required 
unless a separate and additional 
judicial court order requires 
compliance with the subpoena. 
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premises or seeking to obtain evidence and the officer has only an immigration warrant, you 
may refuse the officer entry and refuse to comply with the warrant because it does not grant the 
officer authority to enter or conduct a search.  

Thus, if immigration authorities or other law enforcement agents present you with a warrant, it 
is crucial to check for the following: 

Judicial Subpoena v. Immigration Subpoena 

An immigration subpoena is not the same as a judicial subpoena. An immigration officer from 
ICE, CBP, or USCIS may not demand compliance with an immigration subpoena unless it is 
accompanied by an order from a U.S. district court requiring that it be complied with. If an ICE 
agent or any other immigration officer serves you with an immigration subpoena asking you to 
appear as a witness or to produce certain documents, you do not have to honor the subpoena or 

Judicial Warrant (see Appendix A) Immigration Warrant (see Appendix B) 

To be valid, a judicial warrant must: 

• Be issued by a judicial court
• Be signed by a state or federal judge 

or magistrate
• State the address of the premises to

be searched — make sure the stated
address is your address or
specifically pertains to you

• Be executed within the time period
specified on the warrant

If the warrant includes all the above, then 
it is a valid judicial warrant and you must 
comply. 

However, if the judicial warrant is missing 
any of the above, lists a different address, 
or is being executed after the date 
specified on the warrant, then it likely is 
not valid, and you may (a) refuse to comply 
and (b) ask the agents to leave. 

In contrast, an immigration warrant: 

• Is issued by a DHS agency (look for a
DHS seal, label, and/or the actual
form number, i.e., DHS Form I-200,
“Warrant for Arrest”; or Form I-205,
“Warrant of Removal/Deportation”)

• Is signed by an immigration officer
or immigration judge

• Bears a title that will contain the
word “Alien”

• States that the authority to issue the
warrant comes from immigration
law, such as the Immigration and
Nationality Act — and does not state
that the issuing authority is a court

If the warrant has any of the above 
characteristics, it likely is an immigration 
warrant and thus does not authorize the 
agent(s) to enter the premises. You may (a) 
refuse to comply with the warrant and 
(b) ask the agents to leave.
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comply with it; you may refuse to respond. Thus, if immigration authorities or other law 
enforcement agents present you with a subpoena, it is crucial to check for the following:  
 

 
If you refuse to comply with an immigration subpoena because it is not enforceable on its own 
(see the table immediately above), the entity that issued the subpoena — either an immigration 
agency (ICE, CBP, or USCIS) or an immigration judge — can seek an order from a U.S. district 
court compelling you to comply with the subpoena.8 This is called a subpoena enforcement 
action, and the law requires a party initiating any action in U.S. district court to notify the party 
against whom the action was initiated. If you receive notice or are served with papers that state 
that a subpoena enforcement action has been initiated against you, you can fight back in court 

 
8 Id. (“to that end may invoke the aid of any court of the United States”). 

Judicial Subpoena (see Appendix C) Immigration Subpoena (see Appendix D) 

To be valid, a judicial subpoena must: 
 

• Be issued by a judicial court 
• Be signed by a state or federal judge 

or magistrate state the address of 
the target of the subpoena — make 
sure the stated address is your 
address or specifically pertains to 
you 

 
If the subpoena includes all the above, then 
it is a valid judicial subpoena and you must 
comply with it. However, if the subpoena is 
missing any of the above elements or is 
directed toward a different address, then it 
likely is not a valid judicial subpoena and, 
thus, you may refuse to comply with the 
subpoena. 

An immigration subpoena: 
 

• Is issued by DHS (look for a DHS 
seal, label, and/or the actual form 
number, i.e., DHS Form I-138) 

• Is signed by an immigration officer 
or an immigration judge (look for 
“CBP Official,” “ICE Official,” or 
“USCIS Official,” or a similar phrase) 

• Bears a title such as “Immigration 
Enforcement Subpoena” or 
something to that effect 

• States that the authority to issue the 
subpoena comes from immigration 
law, such as the Immigration and 
Nationality Act (look out for a 
citation to 8 U.S.C. § 1225(d), 8 
C.F.R. § 287.4, or a reference to 
“U.S. immigration laws” 

 
If the subpoena shown to you has any of the 
above characteristics, it likely is an 
immigration subpoena and thus is not 
enforceable on its own, unless a court orders 
you to comply with it. You may refuse to 
comply with the subpoena. 
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and challenge the subpoena for violating the Fourth Amendment’s limits on immigration 
subpoena power, but it’s best to consult first with an attorney about your case. If you succeed 
in your challenge of the immigration subpoena, the court will throw it out. But if the 
immigration agency succeeds in the case and obtains a court order, the immigration 
subpoena becomes enforceable against you. At that point, you must comply with the 
subpoena, since failure to obey a court order may subject you to punishment for being in 
contempt of court.9  
 

How to Respond if ICE, CBP, or USCIS Comes to Your Door with a 
“Warrant” or “Subpoena.”  
 
Below are guidelines for how to respond if immigration agents approach your residence with a 
“warrant” or “subpoena.” 
 

• Consent (Don’t!). Don’t open your door. Opening your door when a law enforcement 
officer comes to it can be construed as your having consented to a search and seizure 
that is permissible under the U.S. Constitution. Under the Fourth Amendment, law 
enforcement and immigration enforcement officers may not enter private areas unless 
they have either a valid judicial warrant or the consent of a person who is authorized by 
the entity occupying those private areas to allow people to enter them. If immigration 
authorities come to your door without a warrant and you open the door and they search 
your house, they will argue that their search was lawful because you “consented” to it 
by opening the door. Therefore, if they come to the place you live with a warrant, 
subpoena, or some other document, ask them to slip it under the door or hold it up to a 
window. If you can, take a photo of the document.  
 

• Careful review of document. If immigration authorities bring a document, they claim 
is a warrant or subpoena, verify that it is indeed what they claim it to be and not some 
other form or document. Next, assess whether the document is a valid, judicially 
enforceable one. For example, if immigration authorities bring a subpoena, verify 
whether it is a judicial subpoena or an immigration subpoena. If the immigration 
authorities have a valid judicial warrant or valid judicial subpoena, they may enforce it. 
If it’s a valid judicial warrant, this means that the immigration authorities may enter or 
search the private areas indicated in the warrant and question anyone present. Remind 
all guests, employees, and/or personnel on site that they have the right to remain silent 
and refuse to answer any questions. 

 

 
9 INA § 235(d)(4)(B). 
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• Unenforceable documents. Remember, immigration warrants and immigration 
subpoenas, on their own, are not enforceable. You are not required to allow an 
immigration officer to enter or search your home or premises based on the officer 
having an immigration warrant or subpoena. If immigration agents show up at your 
door, immediately try to contact a lawyer or a community defense group for support and 
advice as you are interacting with the agents. If immigration authorities present you 
with an immigration warrant, refuse to honor it, ask them to leave, and do not open the 
door. If immigration authorities present you with an immigration subpoena, do not 
comply with it: do not hand over requested documents and do not appear as a witness in 
their investigation. If, in response, immigration authorities say they will go get a 
judicial warrant or, in the case of an immigration subpoena, initiate a subpoena 
enforcement action, contact a lawyer. Try to get help from a legal professional before 
the judicial warrant is served or before the subpoena enforcement action begins. 

 
• Enforceable judicial warrants. Pay close attention to and document what is 

happening during a search. Be ready to object if immigration authorities go beyond the 
scope of their authority to search places or seize items specified in the warrant. For 
example, if the warrant authorizes a search only of a particular office in your school or 
business, immigration agents may not use it as a basis for searching other offices, 
classrooms, storage rooms, etc. 

 
• Probable cause. Immigration authorities and other law enforcement officers may 

search other private areas and seize materials even without a warrant or outside of what 
is specified in a warrant if they have “probable cause” to believe that the search may 
reveal unlawful activity. An officer has “probable cause” if the facts and circumstances 
justify a reasonable person’s conclusion that unlawful activity (or evidence of unlawful 
activity) will likely be found in a particular place. 

 
• Right to remain silent. Plead the Fifth Amendment and remain silent so immigration 

authorities cannot use your words against you or coerce you into saying something. 
Speak only when you have to in order to state that you object to something the 
immigration agents are doing, to assert your rights (“I am exercising my right to remain 
silent”),10 to refuse consent, or to clarify instructions, such as asking immigration 
authorities to slip their document under the door. 

 
• Legal and community support. Establish a relationship with a local attorney who can 

be available for advice and counsel if immigration authorities come to your address, 
whether that is your home, school, or place of business. In addition, memorize the 

 
10 National Immigration Law Center, “Know Your Rights Under the U.S. Constitution – No Matter Who is 
President,” (April 1, 2024),  https://www.nilc.org/resources/everyone-has-certain-basic-rights/.  

https://www.nilc.org/issues/immigration-enforcement/everyone-has-certain-basic-rights/
https://www.nilc.org/resources/everyone-has-certain-basic-rights/
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phone number (or hotline number) of a local raids-response network or community 
group, or create a team of people whom you can call if immigration agents show up at 
your home, school, or workplace. They can help to document what is happening and 
follow up afterwards. 

 

CASE STUDY: Liberty High and Lessons Learned in Blocking Immigration 
Subpoenas. 
 
On Wednesday, July 21, 2010, immigration attorney Lauren Burke received a phone call from a 
guidance counselor at New York City’s Liberty High School Academy for Newcomers (Liberty 
High) who informed her that the school had just received a subpoena from the Department of 
Homeland Security signed by an ICE special agent. Noting that the document demanded the 
release of any and all records relating to the contact information, dates of attendance, and class 
schedules of then-student O.C., the guidance counselor asked attorney Burke, who represented 
O.C. in his immigration and family court matters, for advice on what to do and how to respond. 
 

Ideally, educators and education advocates would know and exercise their rights under 
the law. 
 
As recognized under the law: 

• An immigration subpoena is not a judicial subpoena or a court order. 
• A school may refuse to respond to an immigration subpoena without fearing any 

immediate civil, criminal, or legal liability.11  
• Schools have additional privacy requirements under federal law and may not release 

students’ sensitive information freely. The Family and Educational Rights and Privacy 
Act (FERPA), 20 U.S.C. section 1232(g), protects the personal information and records of 
all students, regardless of immigration status. 
 

What really happened: Educators yielded to the pressure of DHS’s coercive tactics. 
 
After reviewing the document and confirming that it was an immigration subpoena and not a 
judicial subpoena, attorney Burke advised the school not to do anything. However, two days 
later, on Friday, July 23, 2010, she received a letter from a New York City Department of 
Education (DOE) attorney informing her that the DOE, rather than challenging or refusing to 
honor the immigration subpoena, would be requiring Liberty High to comply with it on the 

 
11 Refusal to respond may lead DHS (or ICE or CBP) to initiate a subpoena enforcement action in court so it can obtain a 
court order requiring compliance. See note 8, above, and accompanying text. 
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following Tuesday, July 27. The DOE, unsure of the law and the legal rights of schools and 
educators, yielded to the coerciveness of the immigration subpoena’s language. 
 

Attorney Lauren Burke’s response: Leverage legal tools and communications to block 
compliance. 
 
Having been unable to secure the support of the city’s DOE or the Mayor’s Office — because 
each believed it had to comply with DHS’s demands despite not wanting to — Burke and O.C. 
had to push back against the immigration subpoena. On Monday, July 26, the day before the 
DOE was set to comply with the subpoena, Burke and the Door’s Legal Services Center sued in 
U.S. district court to block the immigration subpoena and won an emergency restraining order 
against the DOE. The order, a legally enforceable judicial court order, prohibited the DOE from 
releasing O.C.’s records and information in violation of FERPA until the court could hold a full 
hearing at a later date (September 27). In effect, Burke used the legal system to block the DOE 
and Liberty High from complying with the immigration subpoena. This showed not only that 
refusal to comply with an immigration subpoena is permissible under the law but also that it is 
sometimes required, especially to comply with overarching federal privacy laws such as FERPA. 
 
Moreover, the New York Times published an article ten days before the September 27 hearing 
highlighting O.C.’s case and how immigration enforcement authorities had recently stepped up 
their use of immigration subpoenas in an alarming way.12 After the article was published, DHS 
dropped its investigation of O.C. and abandoned its effort to enforce the immigration 
subpoena. The media coverage of O.C.’s case and the Liberty High incident provided a strong 
pressure point to uplift and strengthen the legal win — the emergency restraining order — by 
shining a light on DHS’s unscrupulous enforcement tactics. 
 

Lessons learned from Liberty High and over the years since 2010. 
 

• While the law does not require a recipient of an immigration subpoena to honor or 
comply with its demands, if the recipient does not understand the law and chooses to 
comply (out of fear, coercion, or affirmative consent), legal advocates, organizers, and 
the media can play an important role in pushing back against the subpoena. 
 

• Greater outreach and community education efforts are needed to educate advocates, 
educators, service providers, and community members about how to prepare for and 

 
12 Kirk Semple, “Immigration Agency’s Tactic Spurs Alarm,” New York Times, Sept. 17, 2010, 
https://www.nytimes.com/2010/09/18/nyregion/18subpoena.html.  
 

https://www.nytimes.com/2010/09/18/nyregion/18subpoena.html.
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respond effectively to immigration subpoenas and warrants and to other aggressive 
immigration enforcement tactics. 

 
• Stronger partnerships between legal advocates and entities such as schools or local 

government agencies are necessary to protect immigrant communities and ensure that 
DHS, ICE, CBP, and USCIS are held accountable to federal and state laws as well as to 
the U.S. Constitution. 

 
• Attempts by DHS or an immigration agency to enforce an immigration subpoena 

through the court system can be defeated by involving the public and the media. 
Engaging the media, in conjunction with broader communications strategies, is vital in 
combatting aggressive immigration enforcement activity.  

 
• Legal action to address aggressive immigration enforcement can take a variety of forms, 

including drafting a strongly worded letter or memorandum to the school district (or 
local department of education) as well as filing for relief in federal court. Understanding 
what type of legal action to file and when to file it is critical to securing and defending 
the rights of immigrant students. 
 

• By leveraging the law, legal tools, public advocacy, and media strategies, individuals and 
advocates have power to defend and support immigrant communities. 
 

Community members, advocates, lawyers, and allies all play a role in keeping our 
neighborhoods, schools, worksites, and communities safe from DHS’s increasingly 
aggressive enforcement tactics. Understanding the key differences between the various 
documents that immigration agencies rely on to coerce compliance with their tactics can act as 
a critical intervention, empower individuals to exercise their rights in an informed manner, and 
ultimately defend our immigrant communities from government overreach and unlawful 
policing. 
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APPENDICES 
 

Appendix A: Sample Judicial Warrant – AO 93 (Rev. 11/13) Search and Seizure Warrant  
 
Appendix B: Sample Immigration (DHS) Warrant – Form I-200 (Rev. 09/16) 
 
Appendix C: Sample Judicial Subpoena – AO 88B (Rev. 02/14) Subpoena to Produce    
                        Documents, Information, or Objects or to Permit Inspection of Premises in   
                        a Civil Action 
 
Appendix D: Sample Immigration Subpoena – DHS Form I-138 (6/09) 
 
Appendix E: PowerPoint Slides: Judicial Warrants v. Immigration Warrants & Judicial  
                       Subpoenas v. Immigration Subpoenas 
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Appendix A: Sample Judicial Warrant – AO 93 (Rev. 11/13) Search and Seizure Warrant 
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Appendix B: Sample Immigration (DHS) Warrant – Form I-200 (Rev. 09/16) 
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Appendix C: Sample Judicial Subpoena – AO 88B (Rev. 02/14) Subpoena to Produce Documents, 
Information, or Objects or to Permit Inspection of Premises in a Civil Action 
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Appendix D: Sample Immigration Subpoena – DHS Form I-138 (6/09) 
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Appendix E: PowerPoint Slides: Judicial Warrants v. Immigration Warrants & Judicial Subpoenas v. 
Immigration Subpoenas 
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