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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

WESTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

SAN ANTONIO DIVISION 

Juan Carlos Garcia-Aleman, § 

Petitioner, § No. 1:25-CV-0886-OLG-HJB 

v. § 
Pamela J. Bondi, Attorney General of the United States § 
Bobby Thompson, Warden, South Texas Ice Processing Center; § 

Miguel Vergara, Field Office Director, Ice San Antonio; § 
Todd M. Lyons, Acting Director, Ice; § 

Kristi Noem, Secretary, Department of Homeland Security. § 

EMERGENCY MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND 

PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

Designation.as- EMERGENCY. is--warranted,-Each-day--of-custody- inflicts-irreparable-harm: 

Petitioner’s physical liberty is restrained; health is disrupted; and the Government has 

threatened removal steps without affording the country-specific protections and procedures 

required by law. No adequate remedy exists absent immediate intervention. Petitioner therefore 

respectfully requests that the Court: (1) enjoin removal and any transfer from this Division 

pending resolution; (2) restore Petitioner to supervised release; (3) set the matter for an 

expedited hearing at the Court’s earliest availability; and (4) under Rule 65(c), waive security or 

set a nominal bond given the constitutional claims asserted against the Government. Petitioner 

has been held in ICE custody for 146 days—since June 5, 2025. Petitioner filed the Petition for 

Writ of Habeas Corpus on July 22, 2025. 

Petitioner Juan Carlos Garcia-Aleman (“Petitioner”), through undersigned counsel, respectfully 

moves this Court for a temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction ordering 

Respondents to immediately release Petitioner from custody and restore Petitioner to the prior 

Order of Supervision. This Motion seeks emergency relief to halt an ongoing deprivation of 

liberty that violates federal regulations, exceeds statutory authority, and contravenes 
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constitutional guarantees of due process. 

For over twelve years (2013-2025), Petitioner lived in Austin, Texas, under an Order of 

Supervision without incident—attending every government-mandated check-in and committing 

no crimes—after an Immigration Judge granted Withholding of Removal protection under 8 

US.C. § 1231(b)(3) (which remains in force and bars removal to Mexico). 

On June 5, 2025, Immigration and Customs Enforcement detained Petitioner at a scheduled 

office visit in San Antonio—without written notice of revocation, without the mandatory 

informal interview, without any individualized finding or signature by an official with delegated 

revocation authority—and has provided no country-specific reasonable-fear process for any 

third-country removal. See 8 CFR. §§ 241.4()(1)-(2), 241.13, 208.31, 1208.31(g), and 

1241.8(e). These facts and the supporting record are set out in the habeas petition, which is 

incorporated here. 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

Petitioner incorporates by reference all factual allegations set forth in the Petition for Writ of 

Habeas Corpus filed on July 22, 2025. In brief, Petitioner has resided in the United States since 

2004; he is married to a U.S. citizen, is the father of two U.S. citizen children, and has a U.S. 

’ citizen brother. See Exhibit 1. Since being released to supervision in 2013, he has complied with 

all conditions and has no disqualifying criminal history. 

On June 28, 2013, an Immigration Judge granted Petitioner withholding of removal under the 

Convention Against Torture, which bars removal to Mexico. See Exhibit 2. Notwithstanding 

years of compliance, ICE detained Petitioner at a routine check-in on June 5, 2025, without 

identifying any individualized violation and without providing the country-specific procedures 

required before attempting any third-country removal. ECF No. 7. Detention cost Petitioner his 

job as a Mechatronics and Robotics Technician at Amazon; after an approved leave of absence 
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through September 7, 2025, he was forced to resign. See Exhibit 3. He was the household’s sole 

wage earner. Beginning June 16, 2025, counsel submitted repeated written requests for release 

with supporting documentation; on June 30, 2025, ICE issued a one-paragraph denial that failed 

to address removal feasibility or compliance with required procedures. See Exhibit 4. 

From the outset, the Government’s handling of this case has been marked by delay and 

noncompliance with its own rules. On June 5, 2025, officers detained Mr. Garcia-Aleman at a 

routine check-in, stating only that “orders from above” required his arrest. ECF No. 18. No 

written revocation issued, no contemporaneous statement of reasons was provided, and no 

prompt informal interview occurred as required by 8 C.R.R. § 241.4(1). 

Only on August 11, 2025—more than two months later, and only after habeas was filed on July 

22, 2025—<did ICE first generate papers purporting to justify detention, including a Notice of 

Decision to Continue Detention and an after-the-fact notice asserting, in conclusory terms, that 

removal would be “significantly likely in the reasonably foreseeable future.” The Petitioner’s 

counsel was only served with these notices after the evidentiary hearing. See Exhibit 5, ICE 

served counsel with a redacted OSUP (with page two—listing conditions—blacked out) and 

later produced a “Notice of Alien Informal Interview Upon Revocation of Order of 

Supervision” claiming an interview occurred on August 11, 2025, though no such interview 

took place and no papers were served on counsel despite an express request for attorney service. 

See Exhibit 6. 

At the evidentiary hearing, ICE Supervisor Sergio Vasquez testified that his knowledge was 

limited to reviewing the file; he could not confirm that any informal interview actually occurred 

and pointed instead to a “change in posture” tied to a change in administration, rather than any 

change in circumstances contemplated by the regulation. ECF No. 18, page 30. Section 241.4(1) 
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does not permit revocation on the basis of a policy shift; it requires individualized reasons, 

timely notice, and a meaningful opportunity to respond. 

Nor can ICE transform long-ago OSUP conditions into an evergreen basis for detention. Page 

two of Mr. Garcia~-Aleman’s OSUP required him, as a pre-release condition, to provide written 

copies of his requests to consulates for travel documents and any written responses, Exhibit 7. 

Before his 2013 release, he handwrote letters to three embassies, thereby complying. ECF No. 

18, page 62. Because no country responded, he could not “provide responses” that did not 

exist—and nothing in the OSUP required him to resend such requests annually in 

perpetuity. For twelve years (2013-2025), ICE accepted his compliance, renewed supervision, 

and never alleged.a violation. 

LEGAL STANDARD 

1, The purpose of a TRO is to preserve the status quo and prevent irreparable harm until the 

court makes a final decision on injunctive relief. To obtain a TRO, an applicant must 

establish four elements: (1) substantial likelihood of success on the merits; (2) substantial 

threat of irreparable harm, (3) the threatened injury outweighs any harm the order might 

cause the defendant; and (4) the injunction will not disserve the public interest. 

2. A preliminary injunction is appropriate when: (1) the movant has shown a substantial 

likelihood of success on the merits; (2) there is a substantial threat that the movant will 

suffer irreparable harm if the injunction is denied; (3) the threatened injury to the movant 

outweighs the threatened harm to the opposing party; and (4) granting the injunction will not 

disserve the public interest. Winter v. Nat. Res. Def. Council, 555 U.S. 7, 20 (2008); Tex. 

Med. Providers Performing Abortion Servs. v. Lakey, 667 F.3d 570, 574 (5th Cir. 2012). 
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3. When the government is the opposing party, the third and fourth factors merge because “the 

Government's interest in enforcing its laws is always substantial.” Nken v. Holder, 556 U.S. 

418, 435 (2009). 

4, All four elements must be demonstrated to obtain injunctive relief. Lakey, 667 F.3d at 

574. 

ARGUMENT 

I. Likelihood of Success on the Merits 

5. Petitioner has a substantial—indeed overwhelming—likelihood of success on multiple 

independent grounds: (1) ICE violated mandatory procedural requirements for revoking 

supervised..release;. (2). Petitioner’s detention violates. Zadvydas. because removal is not 

reasonably foreseeable; and (3) ICE exceeded its authority by attempting to nullify judicially 

granted withholding protection. Each ground independently warrants relief. 

ICE Violated Mandatory Procedural Requirements for Revoking Supervised Release 

6. The record shows a wholesale failure to comply with 8 C.F.R. §§ 241.4(1) and 241.13: no 

revocation signed by an official with proper delegated authority; no contemporaneous written 

notice stating that supervision was revoked or why; and no prompt informal interview at the 

time of return to custody affording Petitioner an opportunity to respond. Any belated paperwork 

is post hoc and cannot cure the initial violation. 

7. The regulations require notification “of the reasons for revocation” and a prompt “informal 

interview” after return to custody. See § 241.4(1)(1)~G). Simply reciting regulatory language is 

not enough—an agency must actually consider the required factors; “[s]tating that a factor was 

considered .., is not a substitute for considering it.” Getty v. FSLIC, 805 F.2d 1050, 1055 (D.C. 

Cir. 1986). Federal agencies are bound by their own rules, which have the force and effect of 

law; noncompliance renders decisions invalid. Gulf States Mfrs., Inc. v. NLRB, 579 F.2d 1298, 
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1308 (Sth Cir. 1978); Gov? of Canal Zone v. Brooks, 427 F.2d 346, 347 (Sth Cir. 1970) (per 

curiam); United States ex rel. Accardi v. Shaughnessy, 347 U.S. 260 (1954). 

8. The Western District’s order in Puertas-Mendoza' underscores why these failures are 

determinative and why detention here cannot stand. The court held that when removal is not 

reasonably foreseeable, continued detention is unauthorized, and a detainee need not wait out a 

rigid six-month clock where the record already shows no significant likelihood of removal in 

the reasonably foreseeable future. 

9. In that case, the Court also emphasized that ICE’s initial “explanation” arrived only weeks 

after detention. began and was. cursory—merely. asserting. foreseeability. without evidentiary 

support—and that such post-hoc notices do not satisfy regulatory requirements to notify “upon” 

revocation and promptly conduct an informal interview affording a chance to respond. The 

same pattern is present here: years of lawful supervision following withholding/ of removal; no 

evidence that any third country will accept Petitioner; efforts to paper over an arrest with 

belated, conclusory forms; and an agency witness unable to attest that the required interview 

occurred while invoking an administrative “posture” change instead of a fact-based change in 

circumstances. Under Puertas-Mendoza and Zadvydas, this combination of regulatory 

noncompliance, conclusory reasoning, and the Government’s longstanding inability to effect 

third-country removal establishes that Mr. Garcia-Aleman’s continued detention is unlawful and 

that immediate injunctive relief is warranted. 

Detention Violates Zadvydas Because Removal Is Not Reasonably Foreseeable 

10. Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S. 678 (2001), limits detention to the period reasonably necessary 

to accomplish removal; once removal is not reasonably foreseeable, detention is no longer 

‘ Puertas-Mendoza v. Bondi et all, No. 5:25-cv-00890 (W.D. Tex. filed 2025). 
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authorized. Jd. at 699-701. The withholding/CAT order in Petitioner’s case bars removal to 

Mexico, and the Government has not identified any accepting third country despite twelve years 

of supervision. Courts recognize that the six-month “presumption” is not a bright line and does 

not bar earlier relief when the record shows removal is not reasonably likely. See A/i v. DHS, 

451 F. Supp. 3d 703, 707 (S.D. Tex. 2020). In analogous cases, courts have granted habeas or 

ordered release where DHS failed to follow procedures or show a viable removal plan. See, e.g., 

Villanueva v. Tate, No. H-25-3364, 2025 WL 2774610 (S.D. Tex. Sept. 26, 2025).See also 

Puertas-Mendoza v. Bondi et all, No. 5:25-cv-00890 (W.D. Tex. filed 2025) - under this same 

exact scenario. 

11. Loss of physical liberty is irreparable harm per se. Zadvydas, 533 U.S. at 690, Each day of 

unlawful detention inflicts ongoing constitutional injury that cannot be remedied by damages. 

Detention has already cost Petitioner his Amazon position as a Mechatronics and Robotics 

Technician (with pending promotion and graduate sponsorship), eliminated the household’s sole 

income, and destabilized his family’s well-being; these harms are acute and compounding. 

Il. The Balance of Hardships Tips Sharply in Petitioner’s Favor 

12. Petitioner faces the gravest harm—continued unlawful incarceration—while the 

Government faces, at most, administrative inconvenience in restoring the long-standing 

supervised-release status that safely functioned for twelve years. The Government has no 

legitimate interest in detention untethered to a foreseeable removal or procured in defiance of 

binding procedures. 

IV. Granting the Injunction Serves the Public Interest 

13. The public interest is served when the Government complies with the Constitution and its 

own regulations. Supervised release worked here for years, conserving detention resources, 
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minimizing family hardship, and preserving community stability. There is no public interest in 

maintaining unlawful detention. 

PROPOSED INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

Petitioner respectfully asks the Court to grant the following preliminary relief: 

- Order immediate release to the prior Order of Supervision (or substantively equivalent 

conditions), consistent with 8 U.S.C. § 1231(a)(3). 

- Declare that ICE’s revocation and detention violated binding regulations—8 C.F.R. §§ 

241.4(), 241.13, and the country-specific protections in §§ 1208.31 & 1241.8(¢)}—and 

violated due process. 

- Enjoin DHS from attempting third-country removal absent country-specific notice and the 

reasonable-fear process (including de novo IJ review upon request) mandated by 8 C.F.R. § 

1208.3 1(g). 

- Enjoin any transfer from this Division during the pendency of this case and require 48 

hours’ written notice to counsel before any attempted removal action. 

- Set this matter for an expedited hearing at the Court’s earliest availability and, under Rule 

65(c), waive security or set a nominal bond. 

Respectfully submitted on October 29, 2025. 

Georgia Santos Laurent 

Attorney for Petitioner 

SanLaurent Law Group 
13785 Research Blvd, Suite 125 

Austin, TX 

FL Bar No. 0289377 
Admitted and Qualified to Practice as an Attorney in the Western District of Texas 

georgia@sanlaurentlaw.com 

512-693-9343 
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EXHIBIT 1 

10 



Case 5:25-cv-00886-OLG Document19 Filed 10/29/25 Page 16 of 39 

Ling 
. 

T
I
E
N
E
N
 

© 
§10t/sG/00 

exfag 
porn sy seam 

yaw 
WED OOIKT 

SIOT/E/S 
01 

seul 
poem Hg souneD 

yD 

s
G
r
w
o
n
d
o
)
 

&y 
pasoriyn, 

o
e
 

p
e
 

a
e
s
 

S
e
e
 

T
o
 
S
e
e
r
 

e
e
 

S
R
A
 

I
S
T
 

IST 
BET 

FO 
SST 

aTpy 
pn, 

S
a
a
u
a
p
e
d
 

vowed 
30 e

e
n
s
 

i
v
S
H
Y
D
 

i
U
g
N
V
!
 

ber 
R
Y
T
 

Y
o
e
 

s
o
m
e
 

nent 

aSeuzew 
wy 

prnan 
7 

nikoz, 
Gane) 

S
P
A
T
E
 

it 

“
e
t
e
r
 

* 
aTar 

fo 
hep 

ESET 
ap 

no 
. 

Sis 
Gang” 

STDUTS 
Trepaey 

sopar 
7 

=
<
 
r
o
n
 

W
¥
d
a
v
)
 
H
L
A
N
V
E
 

pus 
a
N
 

| f
u
o
u
g
i
d
i
e
 

. 
7A 

E
O
 

L
i
c
e
 i
p
 
h
e
m
 

e
o
 

O
4
4
 

O
N
E
 

AO 
ALVIS 

suzy, 
Nel UR 

NOMAD 
Sone 
1
1
4
0
 

a
l
 

sau 
ayn hq p

r
s
p
o
w
r
e
 

uosied hu 
ap 

15 



Case 5:25-cv-00886-OLG Document19 Filed 10/29/25 

EXHIBIT 2 

Page 17 of 39 

16 



, Case, §(25-cv-00886-OLG Document19 Filed 10/29/25 . Page 18 of 39 
a “ats ied thd 

Hie 

3/19/2813 13:24 7132729054 MACIAS& ASSOCIATES PAGE 62 

OO ‘ 

IMMIGRATION COURT 
5520 GREENS ROAD 

HOUATON, TX 77032 

fn the Matter of: 
Case Not << 

tO >< 

GARCIA+ALEMAN, dTUAN | 

ZN WITHHOLDING-ONLY PROCEEDINGS 
Applicant 

On Behalf of the Applicant 

ORDER OF THE IMMIGRATION JUPGE 

On Behalf of the DHS 

of the oral decision entered on Jan 28, 2013 and 
If the proceedings 

for the convenience of the parties. This 4g a summary 

the oral decision widl bacome the official is issued solely 

should be appealed or xeopened, 

opinion in the case. 

eval under INA 241(b) (3) ie: 

| /! 
{ } 2. Withholding of Rem 

{ ] Granted 
} Withdrawn 

{ ] Denied 

[ }] 2. Withholding of Removal under the Convention Against Toxture is: 

vac Granted 
, . 

{ Withdrawn 

{ ) Denied 
] 

| 

{ 1 3. Deferral of Reneval undex the Convention Against Torture 1a | 

$ - granted, 

Date: Jan 28, 2013 MM (4 

SAUL EB, GRBEENSTEXIN 
immigration Judge 

o
e
 

APPRAL: 4) APPEAL IO, | + CE 
APPEAL DUB BY: 2|37 13 

. 

: CBRTIPICATBS OF SERVICE 

THIG DOCUMENT WAS SERVED BY: MATL (NM) PERSONAL SERVICE (P) 

TO; £1 ALIEN [ }) ADLTEN o/o Custodial Officer [2 } ALIEN's ATT/REP {KM } DHS 

DATE: 26 ANUARY 2013 BY: COORT STAPF rT, ¥ 

Attachments: [ ] BOIR~33 t ] EBOIR-28 [ } Legal Services List [{ ] Other 

‘ Qs 

* 
a
e
 

n
e
m
a
 

=m
 

e
e
 

* 

17



Case 5:25-cv-00886-OLG Document19_ Filed 10/29/25 

EXHIBIT 3 

Page 19 of 39 

18 



Case 5:25-cv-00886-OLG Document19 Filed 10/29/25 

8:43PM F AWC OS EM > Yowiei wt! 

& oe 

aus2-askhr & Aug 30 

to me, aus2-hr@a... v 

Good Morning, Juan 

We acknowledge receipt of your communication 
regarding your current detention situation. We 
understand these are difficult circumstances, and we 
appreciate you bringing this matter to our attention. 

At this time site is limited in ability to intervene but we 
would like to suggest that a resignation of employment 
at this time can also give time to resolve the situation 
and return in good standing for reapplying processes. 

We also would like to extend our Resources For Living 
*Resources for Living is your place to start for mental 
health and well-being support, as well as help with 
everyday life. All services are free, confidential, and 
available to you, your family, and your household 24 
hours a day, 7 days a week, 
‘All Amazon associates have free, anytime access to 
mental health and well-being benefits, including free 

counseling, through Resources For Living, regardless of 
health plan coverage. 
“You can call Resources For Living, 24 hours a day, 7 
days a week: 
833-721-2323 

We hope for a positive resolution to your current 

Page 20 of 39 
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Enforcement and Removal Operations 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
San Antonio Field Office 
1777 N.E, Loop 410, Suite [500 
San Antonio, TX 78217 

U.S, Immigration 
and Customs 
Enforcement 

JUN 3.0 2025 

Georgia Santos 
P.O. Box 459 
Cedar, TX 78630 
abogadageorgia@gmail.com 

RE: Request for release for GARCIA, Aleman, Juan A> 

Dear Ms. Santos, 

The San Antonio Field Office, Enforcement and Removal Operations, received your request 
for release on behalf of your client. 

I have reviewed your client’s case and the corresponse submitted. Based upon the 
documentation received, I find the totality of circumstances do not support the favorable 
exercise of discretion. Accordingly, the request for release will not be approved. 

Respectfully, 

CL) 
Daniel Subia 
Assistant Field Office Director 
South Texas ICE Processing Center 

www. ice, gov 21 
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Immigration History/Timeline of Key Events 

Juan Carlos Garcia Aleman 

08/19/2006 ~ Immigration Judge James Nugent issued an order of removal against Mr. Garcia-Aleman. 

06/28/2013 — Immigration Judge Saul Greenstein granted withholding of removal under the Convention 

Against Torture (CAT). 

03/07/2013 — ICE placed Mr. Garcia-Aleman on an Order of Supervision (OSUP). Before release, ICE 

required him to handwrite three letters to three countries asking them to accept him as a resident. After 

compliance, he was released and consistently followed all supervision conditions. 

2013-2025 ~ Mr. Garcia-Aleman fully complied with OSUP requirements, reported regularly in San 

Antonio, TX, and maintained a clean record (no arrests, no tickets). 

06/05/2025 — Mr. Garcia-Aleman was taken into ICE custody after a regular ICE check in. At that time, 

he was told that the officers had orders from above to detain him. No other explanation was given. 

From 06/16/2025 - 07/20/2025 - Petitioner's counsel sent numerous requests for release and post-custody 

review requests to ICE. 

06/30/2025 - ICE sent by email a Denial of Petitioner’s Counsel’s Requests for Release. 

07/22/2025 — Filed Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. 

08/11/2025 — ICE informed Petitioner that an informal interview would be conducted. Petitioner requested 

that all papers be served on his lawyer. No papers were served and no interview took place. On the same 

date, Federal Respondents filed their Response to the Habeas Petition, attaching a redacted copy of the 

OSUP (second page completely blacked out). 

08/14/2025 ~ Petitioner filed Reply to Federal Respondents’ Response to Writ of Habeas Corpus. 

10/15/2025 — Petitioner filed a Memorandum of Law with exhibits and relevant case law. 

10/17/2025 — Evidentiary hearing conducted before Magistrate Judge Henry J. Bemporad. At the hearing, 

counsel was served with a NOTICE OF DECISION TO CONTINUE DETENTION, the second page 

of OSUP (showing conditions), and a NOTICE OF AN “ALIEN INFORMAL INTERVIEW UPON 

REVOCATION OF ORDER OF SUPERVISION” signed by Officer Mark Gonzalez, claiming an 

interview was conducted on 08/11/2025 (though none occurred). 

10/20/2025 — ICE emailed counsel a NOTICE OF DECISION TO CONTINUE DETENTION, 

alleging significant risk to public safety and flight risk—without evidence, facts, change in circumstances, 

or removal plan. In a separate email, ICE sent a NOTICE TO ALIEN OF INTERVIEW FOR 

REVIEW OF CUSTODY STATUS, scheduling an interview for 11/19/2025 at 11:00 a.m. at the South 

Texas ICE Processing Center in Pearsall, TX, to review his possible release. 
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ALIEN INFORMAL INTERVIEW 

UPON REVOCATION OF ORDER OF SUPERVISION UNDER 

8 C.F.R. § 241.4(I); 8 C.F.R. § 241.13(i) 

STATEMENT OF _ Garcia Aleman, Juan [Detainee] 

at) ——_ 

Detention Location _ South Texas (CE Processing Center 

INTERVIEWING ICE OFFICER: _ Mark Gonzales, Deportation Officer, STIPC 

[Print Name, Title & Duty Station] 

On 08/11/2025 , [conducted an initial informal interview of the detainee listed above in 

supervision stated in the notification letter. At the interview, the allen made the following oral response 
regarding the reasons for revocation: Suly f shu heul ftrrt wloye wre any fay ‘eur Can We Provid «A Ff Wis attoracy, Sua lo} ec { 

grovids ATtoc ney Nance aad p bene number, 

Qeorsis Santos Cavrent (S12] 643-q2e78 

The detainee [did] (Garsh provide a written statement. The detainee (ich (no provide any 
documents, Any documents provided are attached. 

Signature of interviewing.Oyficer 

FOR INTERNAL USE ONLY 
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FOR INTERNAL USE ONLY 
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Department of Homeland Security 

Immigration and Custom Enforcement Order of Supervision-Addendum 
Oe 

File No: =a 
Date: March 7, 2013 

Name: GARCIA-Aleman, Juan Carlos 

That you do not associate with known gang members, criminal associates, or be associated with any such activity, 

C] That you register in a substance abuse program within 14 days and provide the INS with written proof of such within 30 
days, The proof must include the name, address, duration, and objectives of the program as well as the name of a program 
counselor, | 

Cr] That you register in a sexual deviancy counseling program within 14 days and provide the INS with written proof of such 
within 30 days, You must provide the INS with the name of the program, the address of the program, duration and objectives of 
the program as well as the name of a counselor. 

C] That you register as a sex offender, if applicable, within 7 days of being released, with the appropriate agency(s) and provide 
the INS with written proof of such within 10 days. 

AX That you do not commit any crimes while onthisOrder of Supervision. == 

That you report to any parole or probation officer as required within 5 business days and provide the INS with written 
verification of the officer’s name, address, telephone number, and reportuig requirements, 

That you continue to follow any prescribed doctors orders whether medical or psychological including taking prescribed 
medirutions, 

NI That you provide the INS with written copies of requests to Embassies or Consulates requesting the issuance of a travel 
document, 

( That you provide the INS with written responses from the Embassy or Consulate regarding your request. 

| Any violation of the above conditions will/may result in revocation of your employment authorization document. 

Any violation of these conditions may result in you being taken into Service custody and you being criminally prosecuted. 
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‘i 

Enforcement and Removal Operations 

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 
San Antonio Field Office 
1777 NE Loop 410, Suite 1500 
San Antonio, Texas 78217 

» U.S. Immigration 
yy, and Customs Sess Enforcement 

GARCIA-Aleman, J Aaa 
South Texas ICE Processing Center 
566 Veterans Drive 

Pearsall, TX 78061 

t 

Decision to Continue Detention 

This letter is to inform you that your custody status has been reviewed, and it has been 

_ determined that you will not be released from the custody of U.S, Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement (ICE) at this time. This decision has been made based on a review of your file, 
and upon review of the factors for consideration set forth at 8 C.F.R. § 241.4(e), (f), and (g). 

As explainéd below, after such review, ICE has determined to maintain your custody because: 

e Pose a significant risk to public safety 
e Pose a significant risk of flight pending your removal from the United States. 

ICE has made such determination based upon that you are under a final order of removal. ICE 
expects to encounter no delay in effecting your removal. You will remain in ICE custody 
pending removal from the United States. 

Based on the above, you are to remain in ICE custody pending your removal from the United 
States as ICE is unable to conclude that the factors set forth at 8 C.F.R. § 241.4(e) have been 
satisfied. You are advised that you must demonstrate that you are making reasonable efforts to 
comply with the order of removal and that you are cooperating with ICE's efforts to remove you 
by taking whatever actions ICE requests to affect your removal. You are also advised that any 
willful failure or refusal on your part to make timely application in good faith for travel or other 
documents necessary for your departure, or any conspiracy or actions to prevent your removal or 
obstruct the issuance of a travel document, may subject you to criminal prosecution under 8 
U.S.C. § 1253(a). 

If you have not been released or removed from the United States at the expiration of the three- 
month period after this 90-day review, jurisdiction of the custody decision in your case will be 
transferred to the ICE Headquarters (ERO Removal Division), Potomac Center North, 500 12" 

wwiv.ice.gav 
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Decision to Continue Detention 
GARCIA-Aleman,) At} = 
Page 2 

Street SW, Washington, DC 20536, The ERO Removal Division will thereafter conduct a 
custody review and will make a determination regarding whether you will continue to be 
detained pending removal or may be released. 

To assist in the ERO Removal Division custody review, you will be afforded a personal 
interview. You and your representative who has filed a Form G-28, Notice of Entry of 
Appearance, if any, will be notified of the date and time of the interview approximately 30 days 
ptior to the scheduled interview date. This interview may be in person or through a video 
teleconference, If ERO needs to change the date of the interview, ERO will provide notice to 
you and your representative who has filed a Form G-28, Notice of Entry of Appearance, if any. 

You may be accompanied during the interview by a person of your choice, subject to 
security requirements at the detention facility, as long as this person is able to attend the 
interview at the scheduled time. 

You may submit any additional documentation in English you wish to be considered in 
support of your release at the time of the interview or via mail service up to five business days oe 

prior to the scheduled time of your interview to the following address: 

; South Texas ICE Processing Center (STIPC) 
: 566 Veterans Drive 

Pearsall, Texas 78061 

Such documentation should contain a cover letter indicating that the material is submitted 
in support of your Post Order Custody Review personal interview. An attorney or other person 
may submit materials on your behalf. 

You are required to complete the below information. 

Ido do not want a personal interview. 

If you do want an interview, please check the appropriate box(es) below: 

[] Check this box if you need an interpreter for your interview. 
Language/Dialect: 

[-] 1 will be assisted at this interview by a representative of my own choosing. 

Name: 

If your representative has not filed a G-28, Notice of Entry of Appearance, on your 
behalf, you are responsible for notifying any other person you have selected to assist you 
of the date, time, and location of the interview. The representative must be at least 18 
years of age. 
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Decision to Continue Detention 

GARCIA-Aleman,J At >>> 

Page 3 a 

(cou will be sent a separate Notice to Alien of Interview for Review of Custody Status 
approximately 30 days before the interview is scheduled If you wish to request additional time to 
prepare for the interview, you must notify your deportation officer within five business days of 
receipt of the Notice of Interview. If ERO agrees to postpone the interview at your request, you 
will be deemed to have waived its completion prior to jurisdiction over your case transferring to 
the ERO Removal Division. 

You will be notified of the decision in your case when the custody review has been concluded by 
the ERO Removal Division. 

Digitally signed by DANIEL J 

DANIEL J SUBIA suaia 
Date: 2025.10.16 20:47:21 -05'00' 

(A)Deputy Field Office Director, Daniel Subia Date 

_ (Officer to complete both (a)and(b)below) = 
t 

{a) I 6 ¢ “TS te “LL ; Deportation Officer ; 

Name of ICE Officer Title 
certify that I served GARCIA-Aleman, Juan with a copy of 

Name of detainee 

this document at STIPC on fof 70, as _,at O3¢ ( 
Institution Date Time 

“Te 
_.  (b),,.. Lcertify that I served the custodian G- i's } ‘1 ; 
f (a Name of Official 

, at STxr “4 C , On 

Titl Institution 

(0/17 es with a copy of this document. 
Date 

- 

Detainee Signature: ik & bis-6 d Lo 2ion Date: 

0) cc: Attorney of Record or Designated Representative 

(x)ce: A-File 
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US Department of Homeland Security 
San Aftonio Field Office 
1777 NE, Loop 410, Suite 1500 
San Atitonio, TX 78217 

». Immigration 
ore | Customs Garcia Aleman, Juan ” Enforcement al 

_—— 
South Texas ICE Processing Center 

Notice to Alien of Interview for Review of Custady Status 

U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) periodically re iews the custody status of detained aliens who have final orders of removal, deportation, or exclusio |. You are required to cooperate with ICE in effecting your removal from the United States. | 

In determining whether you may be recommended for release, ICE will consider whether there is a significant likelihood of your removal in the reasonably foreseeable future, and whether you pose a danger to the community or pose a risk of flight. | 

on:_11/19/2025 at: 1100 hours , at South Texas ICE Processing Center, Pearsall, Texas (Date) (Time) (Location) to discuss whether or not you will be recommended for release. If you wish for additional time to prepare for the interview, you may request that the interview date be postpdned. If the hearing is rescheduled at your request, you waive the right to have the interview priorjto the date that jurisdiction over your custody status shifts to the Enforcement and Removal Operationg Removal Division under 8 C.F.R. § 241.4(c)(2). 

In determining whether you may be released, ICE may consider, but is not limitéd to considering the following: 

Whether your removal is significantly likely in the reasonably fores¢eable future; Criminal convictions and criminal conduct ; 
Other criminal history and immigration history; 
Sentence(s) imposed and time actually served; : 
History of escapes, failures to appear for judicial or other proceedings, and other defaults; Probation history; 7 
Disciplinary problems while incarcerated; 
Evidence of rehabilitative effort or recidivism; 

. Equities in the United States; 
10, Cooperation in obtaining your travel document; and 
11, Any available mental health reports. 

O
R
M
N
A
W
R
W
N
 

You are required to complete the information on the following page. You will be notified of the decision in your case when the custody review has been concluded. ) 
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Ido X do not want a personal interview. 

If you want an interview, please check the appropriate box(es) below: | 

[] Check this box if you need an interpreter for your interview. 
Language/Dialect: 

Xx I will be assisted at this interview by a representative of my own choosing, 

Name:_G LOYAIA Sourtos : 
T understand I must notify this person of the time and place of my interview, The representative must be at least 18 years of age. 

You may submit any additional documentation you wish to be considered in support of your release at the time of your interview. English translations must be provided pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 103.2(b)(3). 

Subject 
Refused To Sigh Signature of Respondent: 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

(Officer to complete both (a) and (b) below.) 

(a) I Robert Taylor 5 Deportation Officer __ 
Name of ICE Officer Title certify that I served ___ Garcia Aleman. Juan with a copy of 

Name of detainee 7 this document at South Texas ICE Processing Center, Pearsall, Texas on 10/20/2025. at \\ le OF 
Institution Date . Time 

(b) I certify that I served the custodian Rober 4 { Qualg r_ JR 
Name of Official 

Deportation Officer , at the South Texas ICE Processing Center! ,on 
Title Institution 

10/20/2025 with a copy of this document, 
Date 

(X) cc: Attorney of Record or Designated Representative 
ec: A-File 
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VERIFICATION OF COUNSEL 

I, Georgia Santos Laurent, hereby certify that I am familiar with the case of the named Petitioner 

and that the facts as stated above are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief, 

October 29, 2025. 

\ ame 
Georgia Santos Laurent 

Attorney for Petitioner 
SanLaurent Law Group 
13785 Research Blvd, Suite 125 

Austin, TX 

FL Bar No. 0289377 
Admitted and Qualified to Practice as an Attorney in the Western District of Texas 
georgia@sanlaurentlaw.com 

312-693-9343 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify, in accordance with the rules of this Court, I filed the foregoing via the Court’s CM/ECF 

system, which will send notice to all registered counsel of record. 

October 29, 2025. 

Georgia Santos Laurent 

Attorney for Petitioner 
SanLaurent Law Group 

13785 Research Blvd, Suite 125 

Austin, TX 

FL Bar No. 0289377 
Admitted and Qualified to Practice as an Attorney in the Western District of Texas 
georgia@sanlaurentlaw.com 
512-693-9343 
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CERTIFICATE REGARDING CONFERENCE (IMPRACTICABILITY STATEMENT) 

CERTIFICATE REGARDING CONFERENCE (L.R. CV-7(D) 

Undersigned counsel states that a conference under Local Rule CV-7(i) is impracticable. This 

motion seeks emergency relief concerning Petitioner’s ongoing detention and potential removal; 

immediate filing is necessary to prevent irreparable harm. 

October 29, 2025. 

Go 

Georgia Santos Laurent 

Attorney for Petitioner 

SanLaurent Law Group 
13785 Research Blvd, Suite 125 

Austin, TX 

FL Bar No. 0289377 
Admitted and Qualified to Practice as an Attorney in the Western District of Texas 
georgia@sanlaurentlaw.com 
512-693-9343 
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