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CGRS Applauds Court Order Mandating Release of Refugee Children with Their Mothers from Family 
Detention Centers 
 
San Francisco, CA – The Center for Gender & Refugee Studies (CGRS) applauds U.S. District Judge Dolly 
Gee’s August 21, 2015 ruling requiring the release of refugee children with their mothers from 
Department of Homeland Security (DHS) family detention centers. CGRS calls on the Administration to 
comply immediately with the order and to release refugee families as quickly as possible. 
 
As Judge Gee explained fully in an earlier July decision and reiterated in her August 21 order, the 
Administration’s operation of inhumane family detention centers violates its obligations under the 
Flores v. Reno settlement agreement. That agreement prohibits the government from imprisoning 
immigrant children along with their mothers as a first resort, and instead generally requires the 
government to promptly release children from detention. Where possible, children should be released 
to parents, including a parent being detained with them. Judge Gee also found that, even in extreme 
cases where detention may be justified due to individualized flight risk or danger, DHS’s unlicensed, jail-
like family detention centers violate the Flores agreement, which mandates use of non-secure, licensed 
facilities. Additionally, the court ruled that the “deplorable” conditions in temporary Border Patrol 
stations failed to meet minimum standards for safe and sanitary conditions.  
 
Rather than accepting Judge Gee’s clear and correct July decision, the Administration dug in its heels 
and asked the court to reconsider. Plaintiffs responded promptly with numerous declarations 
documenting the egregious harms to refugee children in family detention centers and the government’s 
continuing violations of the Flores agreement. 
 
The court swiftly disposed of the government’s disgraceful request for reconsideration, which simply 
“reheated and repackaged” already-rejected arguments. Judge Gee also chastised the government for 
“fear-mongering” in asserting that incarceration of mothers and children is necessary to prevent a surge 
of migration across the border: an assertion the court found was supported by no competent evidence 
whatsoever. The court ordered the government to comply with its order by October 23, 2015. 
 
As the court noted in an apt quotation of Mahatma Gandhi at the outset of its August 21 order, “[a]n 
error does not become truth by reason of multiplied propagation, nor does truth become error because 
nobody sees it.”  
 
As CGRS has said time and again, no amount of family detention is justifiable. Confinement of children 
causes long-lasting damage to their psychological, developmental, and physical well-being. Moreover, 
CGRS has documented that women and children currently held in family detention have fled 
persecution, torture, and extreme violence in their home countries, including domestic violence and 
rape. Detention exacerbates the mental health problems often experienced by survivors of violence and 
impedes access to legal representation.   
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The operation of inhumane family detention facilities contravenes our fundamental principles of liberty 
and due process and violates the human rights of refugee families, who are entitled to seek asylum 
under our laws. CGRS calls on the Administration to abide by the court’s decision, to refrain from 
appealing or requesting stay of the order, and to end the mass incarceration of refugee mothers and 
children once and for all.  
 

#### 
 
Read the court’s July and August orders. 
 
Read the government’s request for reconsideration.  
 
Read Plaintiffs’ response. 
 
Read our July and August 2015 statements calling for the end of family detention.  
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