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District Judge Richard A. Jones
Magistrate Judge Brian A. Tsuchida

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON
AT SEATTLE

AVEL IVANOVICH REVENKO, Case No. 2:25-cv-02149-RAJ-BAT

Petitioner, GOVERNMENT’S REPLY IN SUPPORT

V. OF ITS RETURN MEMORANDUM
PAMELA BONDI, et al., Noted for Consideration:
November 28, 2025
Respondents.
Petitioner has not carried his burden under Zadvydas to provide good reason to believe

there is no significant likelihood of removal in the reasonably foreseeable future. Zadvydas v.

Davis, 533 U.S. 678, 701 (2001). His response instead omits or discounts concrete, documented
evidence establishing that consular processing is underway, that Moldova has confirmed its
willingness to receive him, and that issuance of his travel document is expected upon receipt of
one final set of certified materials. The record does not suggest uncertainty—it reflects near
completion.

Petitioner claims the Government’s position rests solely on regular communications with
Moldova, but that portrayal is incomplete. Petitioner’s Response at Dkt. 14 (“Pet.’s Response™),

pgs. 8-9. The Government has demonstrated that Moldova has (1) interviewed Petitioner, (2)
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reviewed his application, (3) received supporting identity documentation, (4) confirmed what
additional authentication is required, and (5) expressly stated it will issue a travel document once
the final certified records are submitted. See Declaration of Robert Andron (“Andron Decl.”)
20-29. These details do not merely reflect activity—they demonstrate that removal is imminent
once apostilled records are delivered.

This is not a case where ICE has allowed detention to languish, where consular channels
have gone dormant, or where there is no identifiable path to repatriation. It is the opposite. ICE is
actively executing the steps requested by Moldova, remains in consistent contact with the
consulate, and is in the final phase of obtaining the apostille required for issuance of Petitioner’s
travel document. Moldova has not declined to accept Petitioner; it has affirmatively indicated it
will issue the document needed for repatriation. Under Zadvydas, that evidence is more than
sufficient to establish a significant likelihood of removal in the reasonably foreseeable future.

Petitioner, by contrast, provides no evidence that Moldova is unwilling or unable to finalize
travel documentation. He offers speculation, but Zadvydas requires more. Petitioner also does not
dispute that Moldova has interviewed him, that ICE has worked with his daughter in obtaining
documentation, or provide any evidence contradicting ICE’s statements regarding his removal.
Compare Pet.’s Response with Andron Decl. ] 24-25. Where the receiving country has
interviewed the noncitizen, set document requirements, and committed to issue papers once those
requirements are met, removal is not uncertain—it is expected. Further, Petitioner’s argument
regarding ICE’s consideration of dangerousness is a red herring; detention under §1231 remains
mandatory unless and until there is no significant likelihood of removal in the reasonably
foreseeable future, and the only question before the Court is that likelihood.

Because the record shows that ICE is not stalled, has not abandoned removal efforts, and

is in active, final coordination with Moldova—who has expressly agreed to issue documents upon
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receipt of final materials—there is a significant likelihood of removal in the reasonably foreseeable
future. See Andron Decl. J 29.
For the foregoing reasons, Federal Respondents respectfully request the Court deny the
Petition.
DATED this 28th day of November, 2025.
Respectfully submitted,

CHARLES NEIL FLOYD
United States Attorney

s/ Alixandria K. Morris

ALIXANDRIA K. MORRIS, TX #24095373
Assistant United States Attorneys

United States Attorney’s Office

Western District of Washington

700 Stewart Street, Suite 5220

Seattle, Washington 98101

Phone: (206) 553-7970

Fax: (206) 553-4073

Email: alixandria.morris @usdoj.gov

Attorneys for Federal Respondents

I certify that this memorandum contains 480
words, in compliance with the Local Civil Rules.
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