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citizen is <arriving= in the United States

Nationality Act (<INA=), the officer shall order the noncitizen removed from the United States. 

•

• Create a record of the facts of the case and the individual’s statements; 

•

•

•



•

•

and failing to provide an opportunity to establish he wasn’t subject to expedited 

Petitioner argues that it was DHS’s intention not to apply an 



, Petitioner’s 

Citizenship and Immigration Services (<USCIS=). 

Petitioner’s 

It wasn’t until October 8, 2025, over two years after the expiration of Petitioner’s temporary 

Petitioner’s immigration attorney attempted 

Warrant of Arrest (<To: Any immigration officer authorized

of arrest for immigration violations=).

Respondent’s application of the expedited removal process against him under 8 U.S.C. § 



§ 1225(b)(1)’s expedited removal process against him after 



n <entry =

an <arriving alien= within the meaning of 

Expedited removal was intended to allow immigration officers to <summarily return at ports of entry 

misrepresentation.= 

Expedited Removal Study, Evaluation of the General Accounting Office’s Second 

removal proceedings] or to remove individuals not seeking admission at the border, then it’s actions 

would bear no relationship to the statutory authority in section 1225(b).=

who cannot show <to the satisfaction of an immigration officer= that they have 

continuously present in the United States for longer than two years. U.S. Dep’t of Homeland Sec., 



01720.pdf (<Rule=). The effective date of the Rule was January 

<Guidance Regarding How to Exercise Enforcement Discretion,=(Enforcement Discretion Memo)

Memo directs DHS to affirmatively evaluate if individuals’ parole should be terminated. Officers are 

who is <amenable to expedited removal but to whom expedited removal has not been applied.=

<arriving [noncitizens].=

dismissing court proceedings was to facilitate the <transfer of immigration proceedings for non



governed by § 1229(a), into expedited removal pursuant to §1225(b)(1).= 

(<The narrow 33 33

face, terminate his parole, and keep him in custody pending his deportation?=).

DHS’s move to 

DHS Unlawfully Dismissed Petitioner’s 

through the Asylum Office, had initial jurisdiction over Petitioner’s asylum application. Since 



regulations in Petitioner’s case. 

, titled <Approval, Denial, Referral, or Dismissal of Application,= also speaks 

<If 

refer, or dismiss the application, as follows.= 

interview. Petitioner’s case 

two years’ continuous 

noncitizen <will be given a reasonable opportunity to establish to the satisfaction of the examining 



entry.= 

Petitioner’s immigration attorney attempted to provide such documentation explaining why 

government’s prior decisions to release them on parole and place them into regular removal or 

years’ continuous presence and prior parole.

that Petitioner’s arrest and detention were unlawful in that 



Petitioner’s 
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