


TOPICS 

• An unprecedented context –The Trump 2.0 Immigration Enforcement Policies Impacting 

Immigrant and International Students, Faculty and Staff 

• Brief Primer on Ideological Exclusion or Deportation 

• How these Practices are playing out in three cases 

• A call to action!



A BIT ON DEFINITIONS AND DATA



https://www.higheredimmigrationportal.org/national/national-data/


STUDENT 
IMMIGRATION 

CATEGORIES  +  TYPES 
OF POTENTIAL LEGAL 

THREATS   

• Ideological Denaturalization 

Naturalized Citizens 

• Ideological Deportation 

• Ideological Bars to Naturalization

• Potential Ideological Exclusion upon Return from 
International Travel   

Lawful Permanent Residents 

• Ideological University Discipline

• Unilateral US Government Visa Revocation

• Ideological or/and Out-of-Status Deportation

• Potential Ideological Exclusion upon Return from 
International Travel 

Student Nonimmigrant Visa Holders (F, J, 
etc.)



STUDENT 
IMMIGRATION 

CATEGORIES + TYPES 
OF LEGAL THREATS   

DACA Students 

• DACA’s Rescission 

• Ideological and/or Immigration 
Violation Removal 

• Risk of Entry Denial with Advanced 
Parole 

Undocumented Students 

• Ideological and/or Immigration 
Violation Removal 

• Denial of in-state tuition 



TARGETING INTERNATIONAL 
STUDENTS



https://www.insidehighered.com/news/global/international-students-us/2025/04/07/where-students-have-had-their-visas-revoked


AILA collected 327 reports of 

visa revocations and SEVIS 

terminations from attorneys, 

students, and university 

employees. These reports paint a 

concerning picture of the 

arbitrary nature of these visa 

revocations and terminations.

https://www.aila.org/library/policy-brief-the-scope-of-immigration-enforcement-actions-against-international-students


WHY ARE INTERNATIONAL STUDENTS 
AN “EASY TARGET”?

• Most international students abroad who want to study in the United States obtain an F-1 
student visa, or they can also receive a J or M students vias. 

• A unit of ICE called the Student Exchange Visitor Program (SEVP), created post-9/11, runs the 
Student Exchange Visitor Information System. 

• Through the SEVIS database, SEVP and universities jointly track international students to ensure 
that they comply with the terms of their student visas. All students and their dependents must 
register.

• When a student fell out of compliance, as occasionally occurred, designated university staff alerted ICE 
by updating the student’s SEVIS entry. 

• At that point, students could attempt to correct any errors and ICE could decide whether to launch 
removal proceedings.

• Sometime in March and through most of April, Trump administration officials have reportedly 
terminated SEVIS records of more than 1,800 students unilaterally. 

• Universities interpreted SEVIS termination as a revocation of the F-1 Visa –most students asked 
to stop working, stop their program of study; or asked to leave country. 

https://substack.com/redirect/ea3c87c4-ca95-489f-80db-75e277d776bc?j=eyJ1IjoiMnFnNHlxIn0.GX4--XTonaOx3MCl2p2S-bjF1G0kDzUJjyBKXJu92w0
https://substack.com/redirect/9a83e9f8-7ac1-483d-8852-7726699415a0?j=eyJ1IjoiMnFnNHlxIn0.GX4--XTonaOx3MCl2p2S-bjF1G0kDzUJjyBKXJu92w0


MOST UNIVERSITIES TREATED SEVIS 
TERMINATION AS AN F-1/OPT 

TERMINATION—THIS WAS WRONG! 

• It was brought to our attention that your SEVIS record was terminated on 
April 04, 2025, by SEVP. The termination reason gives is as follows: 
“OTHERWISE FAILING TO MAINTAIN STATUS- Individual identified in 
criminal records check and/or has their VISA revoked. SEVIS record has 
been terminated.” Please note that your current I-20 (as well as any 
employment eligibility) and your F1 status are no longer valid, and you 
should make plans to depart the U.S. as soon as possible. Additionally, if you 
have any dependents in F-2 status, their SEVIS record is also no longer valid. 
Finally, we strongly recommend that you consult your own personal 
immigration attorney for guidance on next steps.” 

• University of Florida, notice in W.B. v. Noem, et al., Case No. 25-cv-
03407-EMC, ORDER GRANTING PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR A 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER, US District Court Northern 
California (4/23/25).  



THE LEGAL PROBLEMS –FOLLOW YOUR 
OWN REGULATIONS 

https://pennstatelaw.psu.edu/sites/default/files/FAQ-Understanding-Recent-International-Student-Visa-Revocations-and-Apprehensions_-Guidance-for-Colleges-Universities.pdf




https://www.courtlistener.com/docket/69893454/13/1/arizona-student-doe-2-v-trump/




WHAT WE KNOW—IDEOLOGICAL 
TARGETING 









https://www.nytimes.com/2025/04/11/science/russian-scientist-ice-detained-harvard.html?smid=nytcore-ios-share&referringSource=articleShare


IDEOLOGICAL 
IMMIGRATION  

ENFORCEMENT

The Territorial Trap

• Venue 

• Subject Matter Jurisdiction 

The Jurisdictional Trap

The Standing Trap 

The Political Trap

The Plenary Power Trap 



THE TERRITORIAL TRAP—EXCLUSION IS 
WORSE!

Rasha Alawieh M.D., an assistant professor at Brown 

University, was denied re-entry to the United States in 

March 2025 and deported to Lebanon, despite having 

a H-1B visa and a court order temporarily blocking her 

expulsion. Alawieh visited Lebanon in February 2025 to 

see relatives.[7] While in Lebanon, she attended 

the funeral of Hassan Nasrallah, the former leader 

of Hezbollah.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Assistant_professor
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brown_University_Medical_School
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/United_States
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Deported
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lebanon
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/H-1B_visa
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Deportation_of_Rasha_Alawieh#cite_note-:6-7
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Funeral_of_Hassan_Nasrallah
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hezbollah






JUDICIAL REVIEW STRIPPING PROVISIONS 

• Regardless of the nature of the action or claim or of the identity of the party or parties bringing the action, no court (other than the Supreme Court) shall have 
jurisdiction or authority to enjoin or restrain the operation of the provisions of part IV of this subchapter, as amended by the Illegal Immigration Reform and 
Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996, other than with respect to the application of such provisions to an individual alien against whom proceedings under such 
part have been initiated. 8 U.S.C. § 1252(f)(1).

• Except as provided in this section and notwithstanding any other provision of law (statutory or nonstatutory), including section 2241 of Title 28, or any other 
habeas corpus provision, and sections 1361 and 1651 of such title, no court shall have jurisdiction to hear any cause or claim by or on behalf of any alien arising 
from the decision or action by the Attorney General to commence proceedings, adjudicate cases, or execute removal orders against any alien under this chapter. 
8 U.S.C. § 1252(g). 

• Notwithstanding any other provision of law (statutory or nonstatutory), including section 2241 of title 28, or any other habeas corpus 
provision, and sections 1361 and 1651 of such title, a petition for review filed with an appropriate court of appeals in accordance with this 
section shall be the sole and exclusive means for judicial review of an order of removal entered or issued under any provision of this chapter, 
except as provided in subsection (e). For purposes of this chapter, in every provision that limits or eliminates judicial review or jurisdiction to 
review, the terms “judicial review” and “jurisdiction to review” include habeas corpus review pursuant to section 2241 of title 28, or any other 
habeas corpus provision, sections 1361 and 1651 of such title, and review pursuant to any other provision of law (statutory or nonstatutory). 
8 U.S.C. § 1252(a)(5).

• Judicial review of all questions of law and fact, including interpretation and application of constitutional and statutory provisions, arising from 
any action taken or proceeding brought to remove an alien from the United States under this subchapter shall be available only in judicial 
review of a final order under this section. Except as otherwise provided in this section, no court shall have jurisdiction, by habeas corpus 
under section 2241 of title 28 or any other habeas corpus provision, by section 1361 or 1651 of such title, or by any other provision of law 
(statutory or nonstatutory), to review such an order or such questions of law or fact. 8 U.S.C. 1252(b)(9) 

https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/28/2241
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/28/2241
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=8-USC-92903111-1485256781&term_occur=999&term_src=
https://www.law.cornell.edu/definitions/uscode.php?width=840&height=800&iframe=true&def_id=8-USC-2032517217-1201680101&term_occur=999&term_src=title:8:chapter:12:subchapter:II:part:V:section:1252
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/28/2241


WHO HAS 
STANDING TO 

SUE? 

• Students 

• Family members 

• Other US Citizens – like 

students or student groups

• Entities like Universities or the 

AAUP 

https://knightcolumbia.org/documents/63ro4fzc6o


CONGRESS TARGETS IMMIGRANTS 

ON IDEOLOGICAL GROUNDS

• “An alien whose presence or activities in the United 
States the Secretary of State has reasonable ground 
to believe would have potentially serious adverse 
foreign policy consequences for the United States 
and deportable.”

• Limited exceptions: (1) official of foreign government 
running for election if based on beliefs lawful in the 
US or (2) any other foreign national if based on 
beliefs, statements or associations that would be 
lawful in the US except if Secretary of State 
personally determines it would compromise a 
compelling US foreign policy interest.

• Executive Order No. 14,161, issued on January 20, 
2025 and titled “Protecting the United States from 
Foreign Terrorists and Other National Security and 
Public Safety Threats,” which states that it is the 
policy of the United States to protect citizens from 
noncitizens who “espouse hateful ideology” and to 
ensure that noncitizens “do not bear hostile attitudes 
towards its citizens, culture, government, institutions, 
or founding principles” and “do not advocate for, aid, 
or support designated foreign terrorists and other 
threats to national security.”

• Executive Order 14,188, which states that it is the 
policy of the United States “to combat anti-Semitism 
vigorously” and “to prosecute, remove, or otherwise 
hold to account the perpetrators of unlawful anti-
Semitic harassment and violence.” 

THE TRUMP ADMINISTRATION IS 
EXPANDING IDEOLOGICAL TARGETING 

OF STUDENTS 

THE POLITICAL TRAP



Peter Harisiades (image): 

LPR 36 years 

Born in Greece

Arrived in US 1916, age 13

Most committed to communism

Joined communist party in 1922 

at age 22, as labor organizer;

wrote for a communist newspaper 

Never “voluntarily” relinquished 

membership; rather, in 1939 

Communist Party strategically 

ended membership for all foreign 

nationals automatically

Harisiades joins IWO in response

Member of Greek Resistance Movement

Arrested in 1930 during a textile strike

but criminal charges dismissed

Placed in removal a month later but no

effort to pursue until Harisiades applies 

for citizenship in 1944

Luigi Mascitti: 

LPR 32 years

Born in Italy

Arrived in US 1920, at 16

Joined the precursor to 

Community Party in 1923, 

Age 19; voluntarily separated

1929 because he “lost sympathy”

with the Party.

Dora Coleman: 

LPR 38 years

Born in Russia

Arrived in US 1914, age 13

Joined the precursor to 

Community Party in 1923, 

Age 18; left and rejoined twice more

Short stints until left Party in 1937.

Alien Registration Act of 1940 –

Amending a 1918 law to authorize 

deportation of “aliens who believe in,

Advise, advocate, or teach, or who are 

[current or past] members of or affiliates of any

organization…that believes in…the overthrow by violence

of the Government of the United States.” 



“

”



The Supreme Court deemphasized Free Speech and framed the case as “selective enforcement.” In general, selective 
enforcement is not even a cause of action (due to prosecutorial discretion, except if it involves outrageous discrimination. So if 

speech discrimination is not “so outrageous”.  Then what is? 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antiterrorism_and_Effective_Death_Penalty_Act_of_1996
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Popular_Front_for_the_Liberation_of_Palestine
http://www.state.gov/s/ct/rls/rpt/fto/2801.htm


https://knightcolumbia.org/authors/alina-das


THREE EMBLEMATIC CASE STUDIES 





A BRIEF IMMIGRATION 
PROFILE—A DOUBLE REFUGEE 

• Grandparents lived in Tiberias and forced 
to leave in the 1948 Nabka

• Born in a refugee enclave in Damascus, 
Syria in 1995 to Palestinian parents 

• Fled to Lebanon with his family in 2012 
after onset of Syrian War 

• Obtained Algerian nationality through his 
mother’s family  

• Immigrated to the United States in 2022 in 
an F-1 student visa to attend Columbia’s 
School of International and Public Affairs. 
Completed his degree in 2024 and was 
due to graduate May 2025.  

• Married Noor Abdalla in 2023, a US 
Citizen  and became a lawful permanent 
resident through that marriage in 2024



WHAT WE 
KNOW ABOUT 

HIS CASE  

• Arrested March 8, 2025 in New York inside his apartment building without a warrant –
government both lied about having a warrant to Khalil + to the court about Khalil 
resisting arrest to allege exigency  

• Charged “An alien whose presence or activities in the United States the Secretary of 
State has reasonable grounds to believe would have potentially serious adverse foreign 
policy consequences for the United States.” 

• Ordered deported on April 11 and given two weeks to request a stay of his 
deportation. If stay is denied, case can be appealed but would ultimately end up in the 
Fifth Circuit. 

• Khalil’s lawyers seeking a preliminary injunction to return him to New Jersey + 
immediate release 

• Denied temporary release to be with his wife while she birthed their first child on April 
21

• Khalil filed for asylum in a confidential submission. 



THE OBSCURE LAW BEHIND 
KHALIL’S CHARGES 

• The government invokes law that played a major 
role in shaping US immigration during the Cold 
War: the McCarran-Walter Act, or the 
Immigration Nationality Act of 1952.

• It was specifically designed to detain, deport and 
bar entry visas to communists.

• Perhaps ironically, "McCarran, in particular, was a 
virulent anti-Semite.

• The McCarren-Walter Act It closed the door on 
almost all new Asian immigration and shut out 
most European Jews and other refugees fleeing 
fascism and the horrors of the Holocaust in 
Europe.

• In 1990, Congress amended the law to impose 
restrictions to ensure it would only be applied 
sparingly and only in unusual circumstances –
i.e., a violation of treaty or imminent harm to 
body or property.

• According to an amicus filed by several hundred 
law professors, it its 35-year history since its 
amendment, the provision has only been used to 
charge persons in 15 cases.

Khalil also quietly charged with immigration fraud based 

on failure to disclose certain associations in in green 

card application. 

https://static01.nyt.com/newsgraphics/documenttools/7d4e4b335fe40d9e/7f7043c8-full.pdf
https://www.nytimes.com/2025/03/23/nyregion/mahmoud-khalil-trump-allegations.html?smid=nytcore-ios-share&referringSource=articleShare


HOW THE 1952 WORKED IN THIS CASE—NO 
FACT FINDING; NO MEANINGFUL REVIEW

• Immigration judges defer to the Secretary of State on the charges – there is no real 
adjudication 

• The Louisiana IJ ruled on April 11, 2025, the same day of the hearing, that Khalil was 
to be deported. 

• To do so, the IJ relied on a single Memorandum from Marco Rubio, Secretary of 
State, to Kristi Noem, Secretary of Homeland Security (“Determination”) (ECF 
198-1) declaring Khalil “would have potentially serious adverse foreign policy 
consequences and would compromise a compelling U.S. foreign policy interest.” 

• The case is on appeal to the BIA and then would move to the Circuit Courts. 

• Meanwhile, lawyers have sought a stay of removal.



THE SEPARATE HABEAS PETITION –
THIS TIME IN A NEW JERSEY COURT 

• On April 29, 2025, a US District Court in New Jersey 

granted habeas corpus jurisdiction (108-page ruling) to hear 

the First Amendment challenges against the application of 

this law to Khalil and more broadly to other students 

https://www.courthousenews.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/04/mahmoud-khalil-habeas-order-new-jersey.pdf




BRIEF BACKGROUND

• Turkish national and doctoral candidate in Child Study and Human Development at Tufts University.

• On June 28, 2024, she entered the United States pursuant to a validly issued F-1 student visa.

• On March 21, 2025, the government revoked Ms. Ozturk’s visa; she was not notified of this.

• On March 25, 2025, at approximately 5:25 p.m., Ms. Ozturk was near her residence in Somerville, 
Massachusetts when a hooded and masked officer in plainclothes approached her and grabbed her 
wrists.

• Five additional officers then surrounded her, took her cell phone, and handcuffed her. Ms. Ozturk was 
driven away in an unmarked vehicle.

• According to a memorandum by John L. Armstrong, a senior bureau official of the Bureau of Consular 
Affairs, the Bureau of Consular Affairs had approved revocation of Ms. Ozturk’s F-1 visa pursuant to a 
request from ICE and the Department of Homeland Security (“DHS”) on March 21, 2025.

• According to the memo, ICE and DHS had made an assessment that Ms. Ozturk “had been involved in 
associations that ‘may undermine U.S. foreign policy by creating a hostile environment for Jewish 
students and indicating support for a designated terrorist organization’ including co authorizing an op-
ed that found common cause with an organization that was later temporarily banned from campus.”



THE OP-ED

• Ms. Ozturk and three other students coauthored a March 26, 2024 editorial in 
the Tufts University school newspaper, The Tufts Daily, criticizing the university 
administration’s dismissal of several resolutions passed by the student senate 
that demanded the university acknowledge the existence of an ongoing 
genocide in Palestine, apologize for statements made by the university 
president, and disclose its investments in and divest from companies with ties 
to Israel. 

• In an April 1, 2025, declaration, Sunil Kumar, the Tufts University president, 
attested that the opinion piece co authored by Ms. Ozturk “was not in 
violation of any Tufts policies” and that “no complaints were filed with the 
University or, to our knowledge, outside of the University about this op ed.”

https://www.tufts.edu/president/speeches-and-messages/04022025-university-declaration-for-rumeysa-ozturk




A CALL TO ACTION 



WHAT CAN UNIVERSITIES DO? 

• Uphold free speech 

• Push back on labels of antisemitism for speech that is pro-Palestine 

• Protect all students from allegations and targeting for their exercise 
of free speech 

• Do not allow the weaponization of hate and bias reporting for 
speech that is protected 

• Provide legal representation for students who end up targeted 

• Consider filing a lawsuit against these practices for violating free 
speech and academic freedom 

• Maximize constitutional protections for our community!

• Do not cooperate with ICE. 



file:///C:/Users/reald/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/INetCache/Content.Outlook/VC4GW0XK/ACLU-Open-Letter-to-College-and-University-General-Counsels-4.17.25.pdf


https://www.aaup.org/news/institutions-should-not-provide-student-and-faculty-info-enable-deportations


UNIVERSITIES CAN 
MAXIMIZE 

CONSTITUTIONAL 
PROTECITONS 

DHS rescinded Biden’s protection of sensitive areas against 
ICE Enforcement on Jan. 21, 2025

However, universities can create private spaces (such as 
dorms, classrooms, clinics, labs, etc.) that can keep ICE out! 

These policy spaces should be grounded in our educational 
mission—to minimize disruptions of the learning environment 
and our research! 

They can also be grounded in the collective right of our 
community (students, faculty, and staff) to safeguard our 
constitutional rights against unreasonable ICE enforcement. –

Each academic unit should consider and adopt policies that 
maximize privacy spaces in buildings they occupy and control. 



• Listed below are the policies related to access to King Hall.

• The UC Policy generally allows public access to campus areas open to the public (Quad, 
Arboretum, Shields, Student Unions, etc.), while restricting access to certain areas for 
privacy, operational, or safety reasons, and requires adherence to university policies and 
regulations.

• Last year we attempted to restrict access to King Hall for only “community members”, 
these are individuals that have key card access. Community members, include students, 
staff, and faculty. Central campus would not allow for this restrictive access to the entire 
building, however, we were able to lock the entire facility prior to 8am and after 5pm. In 
addition, we lock the facility during all non-academic times (weekends, breaks, summer, 
etc.).

• Faculty offices, classrooms, meeting spaces, etc. are not considered public spaces. The 
only public spaces in King Hall are the corridors and the lobby to the library. We consider 
the Library reading room, stacks, and student lounge as private, unless the public makes an 
appointment.

• Listed below are the listed policies:

• https://policy.ucop.edu/doc/3000127/NonAffiliateRegs

•

• https://policy.ucop.edu/doc/2710524/PACAOS-40

•

https://policy.ucop.edu/doc/3000127/NonAffiliateRegs
https://policy.ucop.edu/doc/2710524/PACAOS-40


WHAT YOU CAN DO

• Educate yourself about your university’s policies around potential immigration enforcement –e.g.,  
https://www.ucdavis.edu/news/faq-federal-immigration-enforcement-actions-university-property + Learn 
about resources available on campus -- Undocumented Student Resource Center and UC Immigrant 
Legal Services Center 

• Educate yourself about the rights of immigrants so you can be an ally! E.g., Know the difference between 
an ICE and a Judicial Warrant! – Slide 47

• Advocate for immigrants within your own academic or administrative unit, such as by 

• Asking them to adopt policies on private/public spaces 

• Seeking trainings of all faculty, staff and students about these and other relevant policies 

• Speak up to protect speech!

• Join the AAUP!

• Join faculty or staff associations such as union or faculty associations.

• Lead within the Academic Senate!

https://www.ucdavis.edu/news/faq-federal-immigration-enforcement-actions-university-property
https://undocumented.ucdavis.edu/
https://ucimm.law.ucdavis.edu/about-us


ICE VERSUS 
JUDICIAL 

WARRANT 

https://www.nilc.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/2025-Subpoenas-Warrants_.pdf


R A Q U E L  A L D A N A ;  
R E A L D A N A @ U C D A V I S . E D U

mailto:realdana@ucdavis.edu

