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Yunseo Chung, a legal permanent resident who has lived in the U.S. since she was 7, participated in pro-Palestinian demonstrations. Immigration agents visited residences looking for her.
A 21-year-old Columbia University student who has lived in the United States since she was a child sued President Trump and other high-ranking administration officials on Monday after immigration officials tried to arrest and deport her.
The student, Yunseo Chung, is a legal permanent resident and junior who has participated in pro-Palestinian demonstrations at the school. The Trump administration is arguing that her presence in the United States hinders the administration’s foreign policy agenda of halting the spread of antisemitism.
Administration officials, including the secretary of state, Marco Rubio, cited the same rationale in explaining the arrest this month of Mahmoud Khalil, a graduate of the university and permanent resident who is being held in Louisiana. Unlike Mr. Khalil, Ms. Chung does not appear to have been a prominent figure in the demonstrations that shook the school last year.
Ms. Chung, a high school valedictorian who moved to the United States with her family from South Korea when she was 7, has not been arrested. She remains in the country, but her lawyers would not comment on her whereabouts, given the administration’s efforts to detain her.
Her lawsuit in Manhattan federal court shows the extensive, if so far unsuccessful, efforts by U.S. immigration officials to arrest her. Agents historically prefer to pick up immigrants in jail or prisons. Other types of arrests are more difficult, often requiring hours of research, surveillance and other investigative resources.
But federal agents believed that those efforts were merited in the case of Ms. Chung, according to her lawyers at CLEAR, a legal clinic at the City University of New York.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement officials visited several residences on March 13, called for help from federal prosecutors and searched Ms. Chung’s university housing.
The involvement of federal prosecutors was particularly notable. According to Ms. Chung’s lawsuit, agents apparently seeking her searched two residences on the Columbia campus with warrants that cited a criminal law known as the harboring statute, aimed at those who give shelter to noncitizens present in the United States illegally.
That signaled that the searches were related to a broader criminal investigation by federal prosecutors into Columbia University. Todd Blanche, the deputy attorney general, has said that the school is under investigation “for harboring and concealing illegal aliens on its campus.”
Operating under the aegis of a federal investigation could signal a new tactic. ICE officers and agents often are unable to arrest their targets because they don’t answer the door, and an administrative warrant does not provide agents access to a home.
At the same time, the attempted arrest appears to be part of a new front in the Trump administration’s immigration crackdown — targeting immigrants who are in the country legally.
Ms. Chung, who majors in English and gender studies, has participated in pro-Palestinian demonstrations since last year. Her lawyers say that she did not speak to reporters, negotiate on behalf of student demonstrators, or in any other way take a leadership position.
She was, however, accused by the university of belonging to a group of students who posted fliers that pictured members of the board of trustees with the phrase “wanted for complicity in genocide.”
Press representatives for the secretary of state and the Department of Homeland Security did not immediately respond to a request for comment.
This is a developing story and will be updated.
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Yunseo Chung, a former high school valedictorian, moved to the United States with her family from South Korea when she was 7 years old

Discussion of Yunseo Chung's Case and Immigration Policy
Objective:
· Students will critically analyze the legal, political, and ethical implications of Yunseo Chung’s case and how it relates to immigration policies in the U.S.
· Students will explore the intersection of activism, citizenship, and immigration laws.
· Students will develop their skills in civil discourse, argumentation, and critical thinking.

Materials:
· Copies of the article on Yunseo Chung's case.
· Whiteboard/markers or digital tools for brainstorming and noting key points.
· Access to computers or mobile devices for research if needed.

Warm-Up (15 minutes)
1. Opening Question:
· Ask students to reflect on the following questions:
· What does "legal permanent resident" mean?
· What are some of the challenges immigrants face, even when they are legally in the country?
· What role should activism play in shaping immigration policies?
2. Quick Write (5-7 minutes):
· Students will write a brief response to the question:
"What is your perspective on the relationship between activism and immigration policy? Should participation in protests affect someone’s immigration status? Why or why not?"

Introduction to the Case (10 minutes)
1. Overview of Yunseo Chung's Case:
· Briefly summarize the key points from the article:
· Yunseo Chung’s background as a legal permanent resident.
· Her participation in pro-Palestinian demonstrations and the resulting attempts by immigration agents to arrest her.
· The legal action she has taken against the Trump administration.
2. Discussion Prompt:
· “What is the significance of Yunseo Chung’s case in the context of current immigration policies in the United States?”

Group Activity: Analyzing the Key Issues (30 minutes)
1. Divide students into small groups (4-5 students per group).
2. Assign each group one of the following discussion topics:
· Immigration Policy and Targeting Legal Residents:
Analyze the implications of federal agents attempting to arrest legal permanent residents like Yunseo Chung. Should legal immigrants face the same treatment as undocumented individuals? Why or why not?
· Activism and Immigration Enforcement:
Discuss the role of activism in the context of immigration enforcement. Should someone’s political beliefs or activism impact their immigration status? What does it mean to be targeted for political expression?
· The Role of Universities in Immigration Enforcement:
Examine Columbia University’s potential involvement in the case. Should universities be involved in immigration investigations or should they protect their students from such actions? Discuss the ethics of a university being investigated for harboring undocumented immigrants.
· The Legal Process and Civil Liberties:
Evaluate the legal process involved in Yunseo Chung's case. Do you think her legal rights are being respected? Are there any potential violations of civil liberties? Discuss the balance between national security and individual freedoms.
3. Group Discussion Guidelines:
· Groups should come up with 3-5 key points that reflect their analysis of their assigned topic.
· Each group should prepare to present their findings to the class.

Class-wide Discussion (20 minutes)
1. Group Presentations (10 minutes):
· Have each group present their analysis of their assigned issue to the class (2 minutes per group).
2. Class Discussion (10 minutes):
· After the presentations, open the floor for a class-wide discussion on the case. Use the following prompts to guide the conversation:
· How do the various issues (immigration policy, activism, university involvement) intersect?
· What would you argue in defense of or against the actions taken by the Trump administration in this case?
· What are the broader implications of this case for the future of immigration policy in the U.S.?

Debate (Optional) (20 minutes)
1. Prompt:
“Should participation in protests or activism be a factor in determining whether someone should be deported, even if they are a legal permanent resident?”
2. Instructions:
· Divide the class into two teams, one supporting the idea that activism should be considered in immigration enforcement, and the other opposing it.
· Allow each team 5 minutes to prepare their arguments.
· Hold a 10-minute debate, ensuring that each side gets to present and respond to the opposing team’s arguments.
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