UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Brady Souma Ewoudou v. Joseph Edlow, Director, U.S. Citizenship

and Immigration Services, et al.

Ewoudou - No. 25-888 (RBW) - Decided March 20, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Columbia grants the defendants’ Rule 12(b)(6)
motion to dismiss an action seeking mandamus and Administrative Procedure Act relief for alleged
delay in adjudicating the plaintiff’s asylum application. Applying the TRAC factors, the court
concludes that an approximately 51-month delay was not unreasonable, emphasizing agency priority-
setting and the absence of bad faith. The court encourages expeditious action on the application but

dismisses the plaintiff’s claims.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff brought an action under the Mandamus Act and the

Administrative Procedure Act seeking an order compelling USCIS to
adjudicate his pending asylum application. Defendants moved to
dismiss under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(6).

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Rule 12(b)(6) motion, the court accepts well-pleaded factual
allegations as true, construes the complaint in the plaintiff's favor, and
determines whether the complaint contains sufficient factual matter to

state a facially plausible claim for relief.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published district court memorandum opinion; persuasive rather than

binding outside the case.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint plausibly alleged that USCIS unreasonably delayed adjudication of Ewoudou's
asylum application under the Administrative Procedure Act and the Mandamus Act.

2. Whether application of the TRAC factors at the Rule 12(b)(6) stage required dismissal of the

unreasonable-delay claims.

HOLDINGS

1. The plaintiff failed to state a plausible claim that USCIS unreasonably delayed adjudication of his
asylum application. Applying the TRAC factors, the approximately fifty-one-month delay was not

unreasonable under the circumstances alleged.

2. The plaintiff's claims under the APA and the Mandamus Act were subject to the same standard for

obtaining relief based on unreasonable agency delay.

3. The TRAC factors may be applied at the Rule 12(b)(6) stage when the facts alleged do not support a

plausible claim of unreasonable delay.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The central question in evaluating ‘a claim of unreasonable delay’ is ‘whether the agency’s delay is so

egregious as to warrant mandamus.’” (at 5)

“Compelling agency action on [his] [asylum] application would ‘impose offsetting burdens on equally
worthy’ applicants by effectively putting [him] ‘at the head of the queue,’ thereby ‘mov[ing] all others back
one space and produc[ing] no net gain[.]’” (at 7-8)

“Upon consideration of the TRAC factors, the Court concludes that the plaintiff has not plausibly alleged that

the delay in adjudicating his asylum application is unreasonable.” (at 10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Ewoudou, a citizen of Cameroon, entered the United States on August 15, 2021, on an F-1 nonimmigrant visa.
He filed a Form 1-589 application for asylum and withholding of removal with USCIS on December 18, 2021,
and alleged that the application remained pending at the USCIS Potomac Service Center. He asserted that the

delay impaired professional opportunities, international travel, and his ability to sponsor family members, and

caused stress, expense, and hardship.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Ewoudou filed his complaint on March 26, 2025, alleging unreasonable delay in the adjudication of his Form I-
589 asylum application. Defendants moved to dismiss, and the parties submitted opposition, reply, and sur-reply
filings. The court granted the motion to dismiss, concluding that the complaint did not plausibly allege an

unreasonable agency delay under the TRAC factors.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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