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Suspension Incident —

On August 26, 2025, a copy of the am it fi
‘ ; , paro lawsuit filed
against acts of the Control Judge on duty of the Judicial Branch

L of the State of Baja California
based in this city and other authorities is hereby geportedA

Tijuana, Baja California, August 26, 2025.

As ordered in the ruling of this date, issued in the main
file, in accordance with the prowsmns of the last paragraph of
Article 128 of the Amparo Law the suspension incident related

to the amparo tnal fled against acts of the Control Judge on duty of

the Judicial Branch of the State — of Baja
— Cahforrna based in this city and

other authorities is hereby filed separately.

Incidental Hearing
Based on the provisions of Article 138, Section I, of
the Amparo Law, the hearing in this incident is set at nine
thirty-two hours on September 2, 2025, for the verification of

the preliminary report.

. Preliminary Reports
In accordance with the provisions of Sections 138, Section Il

and 140 of the aforementioned legislation, the responsible

authorities are requested to submit their preliminary report, which

they must submit within a period of forty- -eight hours. In this
report, they must state whether or not the claimed act attributed
e, and may state the reasons they deem pertinent

to them is tru
inadmissibility of the

regarding the admissibility or

suspension.



Likewise, they must provide the data at their disposal,
which allows this constitutional control body to establish
the amount of the corresponding guarantees; likewise, as
indicated in the legal provision cited first, a simple copy of the
amparo claim must be sent to them.

With the warning that if they do not submit their report
within the granted term, they will be individually imposed a
fine of two hundred thirty times the daily value of the unit of
measurement and update, in accordance with the provisions of
article 260, section |, of the Amparo Law, in relation to the
various section 237, section |, of the invoked legislation.

Provisional Suspension
The suspension of the aforementioned challenged act is
hereby granted, i.ﬂ EDGDI“{:IE_I'IGF‘ with the provisions of articles 125
and 128 of the Amparo Law, _
In the present case, in the written complaint, the
complainant indicates the following acts as challenged:

"IV CLAIMED ACT:

a) From all the ordering authorities, | request the
possible issuance of an arrest warrant or appearance
warrant against me, as the case may be.

b) From all the executing authorities, | request the
attempt to execute the arrest warrant or appearance warrant
against me, as the case may be.

Acts for which the complainant requested the
provisional and definitive suspension.

Now, first of all, with regard to the appearance warrant,
which the complainant refers to as the act subject to the claim,
the requested provisional suspension is denied; the foregoing,
since it does not constitute an act that deprives liberty, but rather
its purpose is to carry out the search and proceedings to
integrate some investigation or inquiry file; hence, there is no

act by
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suspend, since it does not result in the deprivation of Ii-berty
alleged by the petitioning party in its complaint.

The foregoing, given that it is carried out in accordance with
Article 129 of the National Code of Criminal Procedure,
and does not constitute an act of deprivation of liberty, but
rather its purpose is to obtain a location and ministerial
statement in a file in which the complainant has the status of
accused: hence, it is reiterated, there is no act to suspend,
since this does not result in the deprivation of liberty, since it does
not imply that by virtue of this situation police officers will
proceed to detain him or her, not even momentarily or
temporarily - _ - -

Well, in the event that there is a probability that the
accused party has commltted or parﬂcnpated in the
commission of a criminal act, the order for location or
presentation at an mlt|al hearmg, appearance, or arrest
may be issued by a ]ud|c:|al authonty at the request of the Public
Prosecutor's Office, which is ewdently a future and uncertain

o

act. 2 .
In addition, if the suspension is decreed, in order to
prevent the complainant from E;eiﬁg located, summoned, or
presented to a hearing, as well a's‘to prevent the ministerial
authority from prosecutlng the investigation file, it would
result in difficulty in the integration of an
tigation, or as in the case claimed, so that an arrest

s not requested, given the impediment of the
d elements

inves
warrant i
Public Prosecutor's Office to gather the evidence an

necessary to clarify the facts, which would contravene
provisions of public order and social interest, in addition

to implying the paralysis of the new accusatory criminal
rested in criminal proceedings

procedure, since society is inte
avoiding dilatory

being conducted with integrity ,
approaches of a



Formal or abuse in the exercise of the powers or rights
granted to them by the National Code of Criminal Procedure.

lllustratively supporting the above is the thesis' PC.I.P.
J/51 P, of the Plenary Session on Criminal Matters of the First

Circuit, which states:

" SUSPENSION OF THE AMPARO TRIAL . IT IS
INAPPROPRIATE TO GRANT IT SO THAT THE PUBLIC
PROSECUTOR'S OFFICE DOES NOT JUDICIALIZE THE
INVESTIGATION FILE. From the systematic interpretation
of articles 20, section B, sections lll and VI, of the Paolitical
Constitution of the United Mexican States, 113, section VIII,
216, 218, first and third paragraphs, 219, 307, first paragraph,
310, 311, 314, 315, 333 and 337 of the National Code of
Criminal Procedure, it is noted that in the accusatory criminal
procedural system, the accused may have access to the
records of the investigation file and exercise his constitutional
rights before the Public Prosecutor’s Office or before the Control
Judge, at the following times: 1) when he is detained; 2) when his
statement is received or he is the subject of an act of harassment
and an interview is requested; and 3) before their first
appearance before the Judge, with due opportunity to prepare their
defense. In this context, it is inappropriate to grant the suspension
for the purpose of preventing the Public Prosecutor's Office
from prosecuting the investigation file, since if granted, it
would contravene public order provisions, as this would imply
paralyzing the new accusatory criminal procedure in its first
stage, preventing the transition from the initial investigation to
the complementary investigation; the public interest would also
be affected , since the constitutional power of the Public
‘ Prosecutor's Office to investigate crimes cannot be paralyzed,

and society is interested in seeing that power fully and without
delay exercised; and, the fundamental rights of the victims
would eventually be violated, since they would not be able to
obtain reparation for the harm caused by the crime, preventing
them from accessing prompt justice. Furthermore , the
continuation of the procedure does not cause irreparable harm
to the accused's right to defense, since he may fully exercise
his right before the Control Judge, specifically during the
complementary investigation.

As well as, for the reascns that inform it, thesis® .2°.P.259

P. which says the following:

"SUSPENSION. WHEN PUBLEC QFFICE AND
INDISTINCTLY THE ORDERS OF PRESENTATION OR
APPEARANGE CLAIMEDARE|  CLAIMED BY THE | AJUDICIAL

AUTHORITY, IT MUST BE MADE

1 Book 63, February 2019, volume I, Tenth Period, page 2041, record

2019329
Volume XXXIII, March 2011, page 2464, Ninth Period, record 162458
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THE DISTINCTION BETWEEN BOTH LEGAL FIGURES,
IN ORDER TO BE IN A POSITION TO DECIDE ON THE PROVENABILITY OF

THE REQUESTED SUSPENSION MEASURE In accordance with the ruling of
the First Chamber of the Supreme Court of Justice of the
MNation, when resclving the contradictions of theses 80/2003-PS
and 104/2006-PS, which gave rise respectively to the jurisprudences
entitled: "ORDER TO SEARCH, LOCATE AND PRESENT
THE INDICATED PERSON TO TESTIFY WITHIN THE
PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION. IT DOES NOT RESTRICTIVE
OF FREEDOM, THEREFORE IT DOES NOT TRANSLATE INTO
AN ARREST WARRANT." and "ORDER TO APPEAR. SINCE

IT TEMPORARILY AFFECTS THE COMPLAINANT'S
PERSONAL FREEDOM, ITS EXECUTION MUST BE SUSPENDED

WITHIN THE GUARANTEES TRIAL, FOR THE PURPOSES
ESTABLISHED IN ARTICLES 124 BIS, 130, 136 AND 138
OF THE AMPARO LAW."; it is noted that the orders to appear
and the orders to appear have different characteristics,
which must be taken into account when deciding on
the suspension; @prthe one hand, the order for the defendant
to appear to testify in the preliminary investigation is
issued by the Public Prosecutor's Office agent, and its
purpose is not to restrict his freedom, but only to
secure his presence in this procedural phase so that he may
testify if he deems it appropriate, since he may even
refuse to do so, and once the proceedings for which he
was summoned have concluded, he may return to his
daily activities, and therefore it cannot be considered
that he is being deprived of his freedom; consequently,
the suspension ofithe aforementioned order of
appearance is not applicable; However, the summons is
issued by a Judge in all cases where the crime does not give
rise to apprehension, but rather, at the request of the
Public Prosecutor's Office, said order will be issued
against the accused, in order for him to give his preparatory
statement, provided that the corpus delicti and his
probable responsibility are proven, therefore, its execution
does imply a material and temporary affectation of the
fundamental right to personal liberty, although to a Iesser“
degree than the arrest warrant, based on the effects
it causes in the criminal process, that is, subjecting the
accused to the jurisdiction of the criminaI_Judge whao is handling
the corresponding process, therefore, in the latter case, the
requirements of Article 124 of the Amparo Law are mehi‘?&'lincﬁ
torepai 10 the oD i purposes established in
tﬁnﬁ’é?arsl 124 bis, 130, 136 and 138 of the Amparo Law.

On the other hand, itis considered that the requirements

demanded by article 128 of the Amparo Law h'ave
been met, in accordance with the provisions of the various
numeral 163 of the aforementioned regulations, therefore, the
complainant is granted the provisional susp
claimed acts so that things remain in the

ension of the



state in which they are found, that is, they are not deprived of

their liberty — due to any possible
arrest warrant or any other warrant of deprivation of
liberty issued against them by the judicial authonty designated
as responsible. :

It should be noted that in accordance with the provisions
of Section Il of Legal Precept 166 of the Regulatory Law of
Articles 103 and 107 of the Constitution, in the event that the
crime for which the restrictive liberty order is decreed does not
imply ex officio preventive detention, the suspension is
granted so that the complainant is not detained, as long as
they comply with the security measures that will be
indicated in subsequent paragraphs, so that they do not evade
the action of justice and appear in the corresponding criminal
process for the purposes of its continuation and can be returned
to the responsible authority in the event of not obtaining a
favorable sentence

Likewise, if the arrest warrant refers to crimes that
involve ex officio preventive detention, the suspension will have
the effect that the complainant will not be detained regardless of:
the offense charged, as well as that he or she will remain at the '
disposal of this district court with regard to his or her personal

liberty , remaining at the disposal of the authority
responsible for hearing the criminal proceedings.

This is true notwithstanding that he or she appears before the
judge of the case for the continuation cﬁ the criminal proceedings,
and the latter imposes a precautionary measure of preventive
detention, since this cannot be executed, since the complainant
is at the disposal of this judge with regard to his or her personal
liberty.

.“.The foregoing, since it is the obligation of the person
who decides to adopt a pro persona interpretive approach that

seeks to maximize the protection of human rights
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when it comes to crimes that merit ex officio preventive
detention, in accordance with the general rules of suspension
the appearance of good law, and the danger of delay.

It is neither constitutional nor conventional that this
determination be limited exclusively to the effect mentioned
in Section | of Article 166 cited, since it does not benefit the
complainant nor effectively protect his human right to
personal liberty while the case is resolved

The above, regardless of the obligation to comply with
the security measures established by this constitutional oversight
body (which will be detailed below), and as long as this
suspension is in force ; it is emphasized that the
complaining party may not be_depriued of his or her liberty,
even when he or she appears before the judge of the case for

the continuation of the criminal proceedings and the latter

imposes a precautionary measure of preventive detention,

since this measure cannot be executed since
disposal of this judge regarding his or her personal liberty.

the pefitioner is at the

The foregoing is supported by the jurisprudence of the
criminal and labor matters of the

Regional Plenary on
ased in Mexico City, which reads as

Central-North region, b

follows:
"PROVISIONAL SUSPEMSION 1N INDIRECT AMPARD. MUST
BE GRANTED SO THAT THE COMPLAINANT 1S NOT DETAINED WHEN
CLAIMING THE ARREST WARRANMT FOR CRIMES THAT
WARRANT EX OFFICIAL PREVENTIVE DETENTION,

Circuit Collegiate Courts upheld
peals filed against
the effects of the
arrest warrants for

Facts: The opposing
contradictory criteria when resolving ap
incidental determinations in relation 1o
provisional suspen sion requested against

crimeas

p _ ; e
3 Digital regisiry: 2028568, Instance. Regional Plenary Sessions, Eleventn Pera,
Cum.?n;ﬂ Magtlar. Criminal, Thasis: PRET.CH. 43 P (1ith). Official Gazette of the Judicial

Weekly of the Federation, Book 36. Al 20124, Volume IV, page 4031
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that merit ex officio preventive detention. Whi

consid _ered ex officio preventive detention to be unmngltilt?ztignaei
and failed lo apply Article 166, Section 1, of the Amparo Law,
and based on Section |l of the same provision, granted
provisional SI_.!SDEI'IS.HJH so that the complainant would not be
detained until those responsible were notified of the final
resolution; the other considered that the special rules of the
aforementioned Article 166 are applicable, since the judgments
of the Inter-American Court in the cases of Tzompaxtle Tecpile
etal. v. Mexico and Garcia Rodriguez et al. v. Mexico, only
impact the figure of ex officio preventive detention and not the
arrest warrant or the regulation on suspension in the
relevant law

Legal Criterion: The Regional Plenary on Criminal and
Labor Matters of the Central-North Region, based in
Mexico City, determines that when an arrest warrant for
a crime that warranis ex officio preventive detention is
claimed under indirect protection , provisional
suspension must be granted so that, during its validity, the
complaining party is not detained.

Justification: It is necessary to adopt a pro persona
interpretive approach, which seeks to maximize the protection of
human rights when it comes to crimes that warrant ex officio
preventive detention. In accordance with the general rules of
suspension, the appearance of good law, and the danger of delay,
constitutional adjudicators should not limit themselves to the effect
mentioned in Section | of Aricle 166, since it does not benefit the
complaining party nor does it effectively protect their human
right to personal liberty while the case is resolved

The foregoing does not imply paralyzing the criminal
proceedings, since the Amparo Judge may grant a pravisional

suspension to avoid the detention of the complainant and, at the same:

time, take the necessary measures to ensure his appearance while
the merits of the matter are resolved. That is, when the complainant
appears at the initial hearing, the natural judge may issue
the perlinent precautionary Measures, such as preventive detention
justified at the request of the Public Prosecutor's Office.
However, due to the suspension granted, this measure will not be
enforceable, since the applicant will be under the jurisdiction of the
District Judge with regard to his personal liberty, as long as the

suspension remains in effect.

The foregoing implies com _
d enforce at all times the

constitutional mandate (o apply and &l
pro persona principle contained in Article 10 of 1he__§g.ci_g_!:§|.
Constitution. This is not an obstacle to the foregoing, SINCE the
ruling on the unconstitutionality of the challenged act and the
effects and impact that international judgments should have
on the corresponding executions will be addressed when resoiving

the merits of the matter

pliance with the

Criterion that is currently applicable, according to thesis

(11a.)4, whose content cites the

following:

4 Record 2030441
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"BEROVISIONAL SUSPENSION
WARRANT FOR CRIMES THAT wﬁ%ﬂ?@# %?‘EEASI
PREVENTIVE DETENTION. THE JURISPRUDENCE PRPT.CN. I3 P (e,
I[?FAF'PLIG#.BLE EVEM WITH THE ENTRY INTO FORCE
THE REFORM OF DECEMBER 31, 2024, TO ARTICLE 18
SECOND PARAGRAPH, OF THE CONSTITUTION '
Facts: The opposing Circuit Collegiate Courts
5U p_p-ur‘:ed contradiclory crteria when analyzing whether, in lighet of
Article 19, second paragraph, final part, of the Political
Gun_stlmtlcn of the United Mexican Stales., amended by decrea
published in e Official Gazette of the F ederation an Decembar
31, 2024, the jurisprudence PRETCHN. N3P (11a) continues
to be applicable to establish the effects of the SUSPEeNnsion
of the act claimed in indirect proteciion wher an arrest warrant
ja claimed regarding 2 crime thal warranis ex officio preventive
detention
Lagal Criterion: The Regicnal Plenary on Criminal and
Labor Matters of the Central-Morth Region, based in Mexico City,
determines that the afaremantioned refarm 10 the second paragraph
of Article 18 of the Canstitution, regarding ex afficio preventive
detention, does nat invalidate the jurisprudence PR.PT.CN.
J3P(1a) soit continues to be applicable when, im indirect
protection, an arrest warrant is requested regarding a crime
that merits ex officio preventive detention.
Justification: The provisions aif the aforementioned article

constitute a mandate specifically directed to the Public

Prosecutor's Office In cases of justified preventive detention, and
i i gntion,

1o the Control Judge in cases of ex
g0 they are obligated to interpret the rules contained therein

liveraliy
orm that axpanded the cataiog of

crimes that merit 8% officio preventive detention and astablished
a heuristic limit on the interprelive powers of the Public
Prosecutor’s Office and the Control Judge bears no relation to the
content of the iuris;:rudence PR.PT.CMN. )3 e (11a.). Ths
crilerion GoVerns the Amparo Judges when they hear the request 1o
suspend the arrest warrant for a crime that merits ex afficio
preventive detention, and the Amparo courts aré not bound by INe
obligation provi [ iwe porlion, but rather by
the duties imposed on them, among others, by Articles 10, 18, 17,
20, 103, 107, 128, and 133 of the Political Constitution of the
United Mexican Stales

25The nermeneutical ercise carried out by the amparo
judge is 1O interpret the Constitution in @ harmonious and
systematic manner with respect to all of its postulates, withaut
rendering the content of the Supreme Morm ?:;1
international preates inoperative. since he principle r.-_f unity of the
Conatitution establishes inat one of it a.rl'!c:l-a_a cannot be interpreted i

; j { . Pk
i i ther in Cor unclion with 1ts various NOTMS. T
soiliof, 58 s & : gmed by thest provisions, 0 that

activity of the amparo jJudss is goverr soft
in light of the aioramenlmned ;unspmdenﬁe. the axarnmatg:;
of the appropriateness of the suspension w’ngg ;a?: gfq}:m
warrant 15 requested regarding @ cnma that meTl ] :‘?me noe

i tign, cannol pe done with atte_nttm .
e vy the a'[oramenhuned article 19,

of the gecond pafagraph of the
&at‘::ch contains a mandate that is not

appmm:ﬁﬂhemwg v afﬁramanﬂoneld ‘,uri.spmdemia'l cn'_l-aii]o;nirﬁ
mandatory for all iuﬂsdicﬂuna! authorities of the Federatio

Thie constitutional ref



of the fedaral entities of the Central-North region, in accordance

with Article 217 of the Amparo Law. The i

_ i _ : opposit
would be m_r:unsust-_am with the principle of nun-regrzssinﬁ
of human rights, given that there are no circumstances
that justify a regression, and rather, Articles 10, 16, 17
20. 103, 107, 128, and 133 mentioned above continue to

guide the work of the Amparo Judges toward respect for

non-regression.

It is understood that protection orders or measures
issued in accordance with the applicable legislation by
an administrative or jurisdictional authority, which
aim to safeguard the security or integrity of a person, as
well as the execution of an investigative technique or
precautionary measure granted by a judicial authority, will
not be subject to suspension

The aforementioned precautionary measure will
take effect, but will cease to do so, in accordance with
Articles 162 and 168 of the relevant law, if the complainant

does not comply within the established timeframes

with the security measures set for this purpose in the

following terms:
a) To this end, the complainant must provide a

guarantee in the amount of $20,000.00 (twenty
ihousand pesos 00/100 national currency), within fhree days in

any of the forms established by law, which must be

submitted to this court

b) Likewise, within a period of three
the person must appear before the responsible judicial
authority; this period will begin to be computed from the -
moment he or she 1S presented with the corresponding
report in which, where apprqpriate, the existence of
the claimed act is accepted, so that he or she is qualified 0}
appear before the judge of the case in question; taking
into account the nature of the crime for which the claimed
arrest warrant was issued, in accordance with the
166, third paragraph of the Law on

business days,

provisions of Article
the: Mattar,



of the federal entities of the Central-North region, in accordanc
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with Article 217 of the Amparo Law. The opposite
would be inconsistent with the principle of non-regression
of human rights, given that there are no circumstances
that justify a regression, and rather, Articles 10, 16, 17

20. 103, 107, 128, and 133 mentioned above continue to

guide the _wurk of the Amparo Judges toward respect for
non-regression.

It is understood that protection orders or measures
issued in accordance with the applicable legislation by
an administrative or jurisdictional authority, which
aim to safeguard the security or integrity of a person, as
well as the execution of an investigative technigue or
precautionary measure granted by a judicial authority, will
not be subject to suspension

The aforementioned precautionary measure will
take effect, but will cease to do so, in accordance with
Articles 162 and 168 of the relevant law, if the complainant’
does not comply within the established timeframes

with the security measures set for this purpose in the
following terms:

a) To this end, the complainant must provide a
of $20,000.00 (twenty

}, within three days in
st be

guarantee in the amount
thousand pesos 00/100 national currency

any of the forms established by law, which mu

submitted to this court

b} Likewise, within a period
re the responsible judicial
to be computed from the
th the corresponding
stence of

of three business days,

the person must appear befo
authority; this period will begin
moment he or she is presented wi
report in which, where apprqpriat&, the exi

aimed actis accepted, so that he or she is gualified (0]

judge of the case in question; taking
into account the nature of the crime for which the claimed

arrest warrant was issued, in accordance with the
166, third paragraph of the Law on

the cl
appear before the

provisions of Article
the Matter,
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The suspension granted under the terms set forth
will take effect immediately and until those responsible
receive notification of the definitive suspension that is issued

The amount indicated in section a) is set at the
discretion of the authorities designated as responsible whe may order the
arrest warrant or other form of deprivation of liberty of which
the petitioner complains, their address and the claim, the
approximate period of one month in which the definitive
suspension is resolved; in addition to the absence of further
elements for its establishment, such as the complainant's
employment, address, dependents, properties in their name,
among others. '

The foregoing is Sl.lbjBGT.tO the isolated thesis number I1L.A.1 K5,

under the following heading:

"PROVISIONAL SUSPENSION. ESTABLISHMENT OF
THE AMOUNT OF THE GUARANTEE. ARTICLE 125 OF THE
AMPARD | AW RS k- def v

Said guarantee may be exhibited in any of the forms established
by the Law, and must contain the following requirements: the
federal authority to whom it is addressed, the file number to
which it corresponds, and the concept of exhibition

Likewise, you must request that the institution that issues the
document in which the guarantee is recorded, record the
following legend: "The depositor expressly authorizes the
Technical Secretary of the Fund to Support the Administration
of Justice to request and receive from the depository credit
institution the information that allows him to control this deposit”; this

in accordance

3 Supperted by the Collegiate Court on Administrative Matters of the Second
Circuit, available on page 829, volume VI, March 1988, Ninth Penod, of the
Judicial Weekly of the Federation and its Gazette.
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with the provisions of Article 883 of the General Agreement
of the Plenary Session of the Federal Judiciary Council, which
establishes the provisions regarding the administrative activity
of the Council itself, published in the Official Gazetie of
the Federation on January 2, 2015.

Likewise, in accordance with the provisions of Article
879 of the aforementioned General Agreement, the complainant
must ensure that the depository institution that issues the
document records the amount of the deposited amount, and
that the aforementioned deposit does not generale interest,
yield, or any consideration in favor of the depositor.

If the complainant chooses to display the surety
bond, it must contain, in addition to the previous reguirements,
the express waiver by the surety company of the provisions
of the Federal Law on Surety Institutions, in the event that
the collection of the bonded amount is made effective.

Address and authorized

Consider German Jalil Termquez Cérdova authorized under

the requested terms, as he has a duly registered professional

license, and the rest of those named only to hear and receive

notifications, as they do nol have a registered license.
Likewise, his procedural address is indicated for this
purpose in the complaint.
Non-working days and hours are enabled

In order to maintain the principle of practicality in
the third

the matters of this constitutional control body, based on

paragraph of article 21 of the Amparo Law, non-working days

and hours are enabled for the practice of all parsonal

notifications in this amparo trial.

Application of the Federal Code of Procedure

civil.
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It is specified that in terms of article 2 of the
Amparo Law, the Federal Code of Civil Procedure will
apply subsidiarily, due to the fact that, at this time, the National
Code of Civil and Family Procedure has not entered into
force, in accordance with its second transitory article.

It is urged to promote the processing of the trial in

line

Now, in accordance with articles 52 bis and 251 of the
General Agreement of the Plenary Session of the Federal
Judiciary Council , which repeals the contingency
agreements for COVID-19 and reforms, adds and repeals
various provisions related to the use of electronic means and
digital solutions as guiding axes of the new work scheme in the
administrative areas and jurisdictional bodies of the council itself,
effective as of November 7, 2022, the parties are urged to, if
possible, access the technological tools to continue with the
processing of Ih-i'.",-} matter, through the "online trial" scheme,
until its conclusion and filing.

_ Transparency

Pursuant to the provisions of Article 16, second
paragraph, of the Political Constitution of the United Mexican
States , and Article 73 of the General Law on
Transparency and Access. to 'F‘ut:iic Information, the parties are
hereby informed of the right of the general public to request
information related to this case, once the resolution issued in
this matter becomes final.

Electronic file Finally, in
accordance with General Agreements 21/2007 of the Plenary
Session of the Federal Judiciary Council, and 1/2009 of the
Plenary Sessions of the Supreme Court of Justice of the Nation

and of the Council itself, as well as Article 3 of the Law



of Amparo, it is ordered that this matter be fully digitized.

MNotify.
This was provided and electronically signed by the judge

Eleventh District in the State of Baja California,

assistad by the secretary who
authorizes and atiests.
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