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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FORTHE Nov* tak b&b 
Georgia Columbus Aivisior 

Fa Ae Sk Low ; Civil Action No.  4:25-cv-121 

Petitioner, 

og Vv. 

Pam Bon a _ ATTORNEY 
GENERAL; 

lor: ss 4 4] oem 

SECRETARY OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF HOMELAND SECURITY; 
pete. feorre S ; 

U.S. ICE FIELD OFFICE DIRECTOR FOR 
THE S@an 2 VW FIELD OFFICE; 
and WARDEN OF IMMIGRATION 
DETENTION FACILITY, 

Respondents. 

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 
PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 2241 

Petitioner, tado. SeLyuf , hereby petitions this Court for a 
é 

writ of habeas corpus to remedy Petitioner's unlawful detention by Respondents. In 

support of this petition and complaint for injunctive relief, Petitioner alleges as 

follows: 

CUSTODY 

1. Petitioner is in the physical custody of Respondents and U.S. Immigration 

and Customs Enforcement (*1CE”). Petitioner is detained at the 

a i
a
l
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StewWar 4 Deten tym Cen for lames GLIA Ai, 

Qursuantd bo 4 Gm fractal agreement with 

the Departmen og Horn cland Seeuri ty 

Petitioner is under the direct. contro) of Respondents and their agents, 

JURISDICTION 

2. ‘This action arises under the Constitution of the Unized States, and the 

immigration and Nationality Act (“INA”), 8 U.S.C. § 1101 et sea. as amended by 

the Megal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996 

CTIRIRA”), Pub. L. No. 104 - 208, 110 Stat. 1570, and the Administrative Procedure 

Act CAPA”), 5 U.S.C. § 701 et seq, 

3, This Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2241; art. 1§ 9, cl. 2 of the 

United States Constitution (“Suspension Clause”); and 28 U.S.C. § 1331, es 

Petitioner is presently in custody under color of the authority of the United States, 

and such custody is in violation of the Constitution, laws, or treaties of thu United 

States, This Court may grant relief pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2241, 5 U.S.C. § 702, 

and the All Writs Act. 28 U.S.C. § 1651. 

4. Petitioner has exhausted any and all administrative remedies to the 

extent required by law. 

VENUE 

5. Pursuant to Braden v. 30th Judicial Circuit Court of Kentucky, 410 U.S. 

484, 493 - 500 (1973), venue les in the United States District Court for the 
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(Gee qi a the judicial district in which Petitioner 
S 

resides, 

: PARTIES 

6. Petitioner is a native and citigen of Dy ‘ox | OG wicioner Was 

first taken into ICE custody on z 2024.5 has remained in ICE 

custody continuously since that date. Petitioner was ordered removed on 

December J 20do0y 

7. Respondent fam & nr oli is the Attcrney Generel of the 

United States and is responsible for the administration of ICE and the 

implementation and enforcement of the Immigration & Naturalization Act (INA). 
‘ 

As sucn pare bond: — has ultimate custodial authority over Petitioner. 

8. Respondent Kei sk A oewi is the Secretary of the 

Department of Homeland Security. He is responsible for the adroinistration of ICE 

' 
and the implementation and enforcement of the INA. As such (G7 st Noew is 

the legal custodian of Petitioner. 

9. Respondent Sean avy; n is the Field Office Director of the 

Aan, ace Field Office of ICE and is Petitioner’s immediate custodian, 

See Vasquez v. Reno, 233 F.3d 688, 690 (1st Cir. 2000), cert. denied, 122 S. Ci. 43 

(2001). 
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10. Respondent Warden of Sew art Dolentn (ent 

Petitioner is currently detained under the authority of ICE, alternatively may be 

considered Lo be Petitioner's immediate custodian, 

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

1l. Petitioner, facle Se Kor , iso native and citizen of 

Lory Le ster’ Petitioner has been in ICE custody since O14 [ 23 262Y 

An Immigration Judge ordered the Petitioner removed on 2 Canvber 7, 2.02. uy 

Pebtion er ato have. a pending Cask alé Grasderd At. 

2. Pe bh’ mej will hecte Vi soe at 75% urooo/ 
Bene Ct, Riverolale GA 362.90. 

In Buabvydas V-Dovis. 633 US. 679 C2661) The 
“Supreme Courh holy teak Sx months dre 
presume hvelu fouacnabt Derised hurlncr rich 

13, Lee Mad le fain altens in order To Cher take 
their re mova. Id at Joa _In Clark VM artn2z, 

BTU3 VS 27 | Caces) The supreme Cart holf 
that its rufing in ad yelas gop h'es Laually 
EB in aclni ss ible. alton fe Be. par frien} of bolus of 

14. Secuurity geolmini stra hve. regulation al Sd 

ree pani ne Hnaf the UOpOuU ha 5 a’ Sik Wr én ths eis | 

Pericel fv determing whether phere is Sigath can] — 
Ute li heoof of an alte Ys rem oval jn He Rasmabl 

Wher dhe r foveserable, foture g CER 324 )-36)0)G") ‘ 

\ 
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=pastte} Pefhener as bean Nn Tee fy wey 

ee month Perroel anol need fb $e. release - 

_7 15. To date, however, ICE has been unable to remove Petitioner to 

Lvord Cosfe or anyotner eountey Lnmigrtion Jadae 
Grothe. 614 sn tbat ang Hers faSuabo ts fhe, 

Mod: feof Gates are cal geqpreach mM December Pezpotf 

4 final orelec of remsva/ as Lssueo/ Bu 
daamigrahon clunelg e* J 

16, Petitioner has cooperated fully with all Oy ts by ICE to remove him 

from the United States. zeal. homer Gig ft eof Lat 

deputation peers and Corifucle pf AaS fidger 
prints wit~ Teé: pellhanrer Aa” 
‘Coopera beof wri th Leé OFA CRY 

17. Petitioner’s custody status was first reviewed on Sevlember 232 

On Sap te wi ber 25a , Petitioner was served with a written decision 

t ordering his/her continued detention. 
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18. On September 242M , Petitioner was served with a notice 

transferring authority over his/ber custody status to ICE Headquarters Post-Order 

Detention Unit (HQPDU’). 

LEGAL FRAMEWORK FOR RELIEF SCUGHT 

19. In Zadvyydas v. Davis. 533 U.S. 678 (2001), the Supreme Court held that 

six monthe is the presumptively reasonable period during which ICE may detain 

aliens in erder to effectuate their removal, Id, at 702, In Clark v. Martinez, 543 

U.S. 371 (2008), the Supreme Court held that its ruling in Zattvydas applies equally 

to inadmissible aliens. Departrnent of Homeland Security administrative 

regulations also recognize that the HQPDU has a six-month period for determining 

whether there is a significant likelihood of an alien's removal in the reasonably 

foreseeable future. 8 C.P.R. § 241,130b)(2)(ii). 

20. Patitioner was ordered remover on i Jecem be is Zh the removal 

order became final on Decens ber % 2 Therefore, the six-month presumptively 

& reasonable removal period for Petitioner ended on December v ZY . 
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CLAEMS FOR RELIEF 

COUNT ONE 

STATUTORY VIOLATION 

21. Petitioner re-alleges and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 throu gh 

20 above, 

22. Petitioner's continued detention by Respondents is unlawful and 

contravenes 8 U.S.C. § 1231(a)(6) as interpreted by the Supreme Court in Zadyydas, 

The six-month presumptively reasonable period for removal efforts has expired, 

Petitioner stil) has not been removed, and Petitioner continues to languish in — 
detention, Petitioner's removal tL or Uf L 2s fe or any other country 

is not significantly Hkely to occur in the reasonably foreseeable future. The 

Supreme Court held in Zadvydas and Martinez that ICE’s continued detention of 

someone like Petitioner under such circumstances is unlawful. 

COUNT TWO 

SUBSTANTIVE DUE PROCESS VIOLATION 

23, Petitioner re-alleges and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 

22 above. 

24. Petitioner’s continued detention violates Petitioner's right to substantive 

due process through a deprivation of the core liberty interest in freedom from bodily 

restraint, 

25. The Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment requires that the 

deprivation of Petitioner’s liberty be narrowly tailored to serve a compelling 

7 
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government interest. While Respondents would have an interest in detaining 

Petitioner in order to effectuate removal, that interest does not justify the indefinite 

detention of Petitioner, who is not significantly likely to be removed in the 

reasonably foreseeable future. Zadvvdas recognized that ICE may continue to 

detain aliens only for a period reasonably necessary to secure the alien’s removal, 

The presumptively reasonable period during which ICE may detain an alien is only 

six months. Petitioner has already been detained in excess of six months and 

Petitioner's removal is not significantly likely to occur in the reasonably foreseeable 

future. 

COUNT THRE 

PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS VIOLATION 

26, Petitioner re-alleges and incorporates by reference para graphs 1 through 

25 above. 

27. Under the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment. an alien is 

entitled to a timely and meaningful opportunity to demonstrate that s/he should not 

be detained. Petitioner in this case has been denied that opportunity. ICE does not 

make decisions concerning aliens’ custody status in a neutral and impartial manner. 

The failure of Respondents to provide a neutral decision-maker to review the 

fontinued custody of Petitioner violates Petitioner's right to procedural due process. 

Ice hase faln-eof petiharer for Were. tren YX 
Montes Sina. Ag 1ssusnce of kis dual onley of rimevel, 

there. ; Ss ee Stgrapicant Likelhued that pedftnner tene/al 
worl OCuur tn fre rmadmable fereseeable fede. . 
petitener ney pose renee fd Foe. Comeranitd or 
Rik fer fu esi Chr cum chance L Qe rtst Fe Tes Fy oes, firiued catcen tar As Se Hp rrer” b avg evows, tf Crue Gn “Cand” bye 
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Lerrovec, his Aefn, "fe delcantion ts not anol V's bate S 
S ubSpanhve aad pretes- See ae, VYolay S33 US AF G36- “4 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that this Court grant. the following relief: 

1) Assume jurisdiction over this matter; 

2) Grant Petitioner a writ of habeas corpus directing the Respondents to 

immediately release PetiGioner from custcdy; 

3) Enter preliroinary and permanent injunctive relief enjoining Respondents 

from further unlawful detention of Petitioner; 

4) Award Petitioner attorney's fees and costs under the Equal Access to Justice 

Act ("EAJA"), as amended, 5 U.S.C. § 604 and 28 U.S.C. § 2412, and on any 

other basis justified under law: and 

5) Grant. any other ard further relief that this Court deems just and proper. 

' 
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T affirm, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 

FADE SEKOU April T2025 
Petitioner Date executed 
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