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b -' Lee [F.po bHs
16 '
17
18- Respondents,
19
20
21
2 S
» Petitioner [name] 50 [y _Ma 75 4 7"0 Vv . petitions this Court for & writ
5 of habeas corpus to remedy Petitioner's in_deﬁnii:e detention by Respondents,
o5 JURISDICTION AND VENUE
i 1. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction and may grant refief under 28 UB.C. §
[ 24 (habeas corpus), 28 U.S.C. § 1651 (All Writs Act), and 28 US.C. § 1331 (federal question), |
27 ' . :
5 This Court also has Jjurisdiction to hear this case under the Suspension Clause of Article T of the
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United States Constitution, /NS v, St. Cyr, 533 U 8, 289 (2001),

2. Because Petitioner challenges his or her custody, jurisdiction is proper in this
Court. While the courts of appeals have jurisdiction to review .fémoval orders through petitions
for review, see 8 U.8.C. §8 1252(a)(1) and (b), the federal distriet courts have jurisdiction under
28 U.8.C. § 2241 to hear habeas petitions by noncitizens challenging the lawfulness of their

detention. See, ¢.p,, Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S. 678, 687-88 (2001); Nadarajah v, Gonzales, 443 |
F,3d 1069, 1075-76 (9th Cir, 2006).

3, Petitioner has exhausted any and alt administrative remedies to the extent required

4, Venue is proper in the* - : rDistrict of iN 2un{y pursuant to 28 US.C §§
1391(b) and (e) because & substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to thege claims
- oeurred in this distriet. All matetial decisions have been made at the AN 20 "¢ > Field Office
of Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE), which has authority over the detention of
Petitioner and is located in this judicial district, See, e.g, . Salesh P, v, Kaiser, No, 22-CV-03018-
DMR, 2022 WL 1 7082375, at *$ (N.ID, Cal. Nov, 18, 2022) (holding the Northern District i the
proper forum for habeas petition filed by noncitizen detained at Golden State Annex facility
under the purview of the San Francisco FOD); Ameen v, Jennings, No. 22-CV-0014:0-WHO, 2022
WL 1157900, at #4.§ (N.D. Cal. Apr. 19, -2022) (collecting cases) (same); Zepedn Rivas v,
Jennings, 445 F. Supp. 3d 36, 39 (N.D. Cal. 20_20_) (same with regards to petitioners held at Mesa
Verde Detention Facility and Yuba County Jail under thf.' purvicjw of the San Franecisco POD),
P-AR,'I“IES
S. Petitioner is a noneitizen who i cutrently detained by Immigration and Custors _
Enfotcement (ICE) at the [name of detention facility) _Ceatral - Arizona. F /a*{”m ¢
io (cty, stae]_Fforence. Ars 2omo | Correctionn] . Com pley
6, Respo.ndent Field bfﬁce Director for the /CH" izl,ghq Field Office of ICE ( A2 |
FOD™) has the authority to order Petitiotier’s release or continued detention, As such, Respondent
A-ZFOD is a legal custodian of Petitioner,
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7 Respondent Director of ICE (“ICE Director) is the head of ICE, an ageficy within
the United States Departiment of Homeland Security that detains and removes certain noncitizens,
Respondent ICE Director is a legal custodian of Petitioner, |

8  Respondent Secretary of the United States Department of Homeland Security
(“DHS Secretary™) is responsible for the implementation and enforcemient of the immigration _
laws and oversees ICE, Ag such, Respondent DHS Secretary has ultimate custodial authority over
Petitioner. _ |

| 9, Respondent Attorney General of the United States (*U.8. A.G.”) is the head of fhe
United States Department of Justice, which oversees the immigration courts, Respondent 1,8,

A.Q. shares responst bility for enforeement of the immj gration laws with Respondent DHS

10. Al Respondents are sued in their official capacities.

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS
1. Petitioner [name] B@ ns Mate ‘foi{ _ __. was born in
lcountey}_JoViet ypion .
12, Petitioner entered the United States on or about [date] _B.U__fi'r},ff 30/ 793
Petitioner’s immigration history is as follows: _ﬁ ef vaite S 7"&7" v \:“ ‘_ -

13, Petitioner’s criminal history is as follows: Pogsesr /'om_ 0F as reods
_far Sale.

14, Petitioner was detained by Immigration and Customs Enforeement on or about
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[date] J- é} N Q % oLS ___ . Petitioner hag remained in ICE custody since that date.

15, An Enmigration Judge ordered Petitioner removed from the United States o or

ebout [date] _Marea. 3/ 2014 . Petitioner [circle one]. DID /BID NODappeal

the Immigration | udge’s decision to the Board of Immigration Appeals (BIA). The Bia dismissed °
Petitioner's appea) on [date, if applicable] N/ A

16.  Petitioner received a document titled “Decision to Continue Detention” from ICE
on or-about [date] _ Moy ¢ m ber 4 0S5 . Petitioner received a second “Decision tg
Continue Detention” from ICE onoraboutfdate] N /p .

17, Petitioner has cooperated fully with all of ICE’s efforts to remove Petitioner.
Petitioner hag coopetated with ICE in the following ways:

By f‘ak;hjis photog ana
Fioger. prinky ong AaLienng all A gy shonag, Lorns,

18, Nonetheless, ICE has been unable to remove Petitioner from the United States,
ICE is unlikely to be able to remove Petitioner because: T 20 Undir protect on

Ru"u‘wf statos and n, ea.uab;a_ LLCOIN2¢T my ag thysm o

.fr'-.?w_t,'
At Sovjet Union does Kot exish

carry out removal, 533 U.S. 67 8, 689 (2001). Because of the “Serious constitutional problem®

| reason to believe that there is no significant likelihood of removal in the reasonably foreseeable

LEGAL FRAMEWORK

19 In Zadvydas v, Davis, the Supreme Court held that the immigration statute 8

US.C. § 1231 (8)(6) does not allow ICE to detain a nongitizen indefinitely while attempting to

posed by indefinite detenti on, the Court read the statute to limit a noncitizen’s detention to “a
period reasonably necessary to bring about that alien’s remaval from the United States,” /¢ ‘
20.  The Court also recognized six months as the “presumptively reasonable period” of

post-removal order detention. Id. at 701, After six months, once the noncitizen provides “good

4
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future,” the burden shifts to the government to rebut that showing, /4, Moteover, “as the period of

prior postremoval confinement 8rows, what counts as the ‘reasonably-foreseeakle future’
conversely would have to shrink.” /g

2. InClakv Martinez, the Supreme Court held that its ruling in Zadvydes applies
equally to noncitizens who have never been admitted to the United States, 543 U.S. 371 (20035).

CLAIM FOR RELIEF .

VIOLATION QF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT

22, The foregoing allegations are realleged and incorporated herein.

23, Petitioner's continued detention is ualawful and violates 8 U,S.C. § 1231(a)(6) ag
interpreted by the Supreme Court in Zadvydas. The six-month presumptively reasonable petiod of'
detention has expired angd Petitioner has provided good reason fo believe that his or her removal i§
not significantly likely to ocour in the reasonably foresecable future, Therefore, Respondents 1ack

authority to continue detaining Petitioner,

PRAYER FOR RELIEF
A YER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Petitioner respectfully requests that the Court grant the following relief:
a, Assume jurisdiction over thig mafter; ‘

b, Issue an order pursuant to 28 U.S.C, § 2243 directing Respondents to show Gause

why the writ of habgas corpus should not be granted;

. Grantthe writ of habeas corpus and order Petitioner’s immediate release from

custody;

d. Grant any other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper,

Date: _{1 . L] 020’015 Signatwe: __ 7Y 4 An Fori—

Petitioner

5
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60 242 Rv, 0911 :f) P-Bﬁ!féu_l fora Wit of Habeas Carpua Under 28 US.C, § 2241

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUBT -+ o
forthe )y SYTE ;& AT 2o

Boris Mafetov
P\ .Jﬁgngﬁ* v,
Rasoo| IC(’_/{:’.R.O D.H.S

: Respondent i
{name of iarden or autharized person ha ving custody of petitioner)

Case No.

{Sipplied B Clark of Courl

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS UNDER 28 U.8.C. § 2241
Persona] Information

1 (a) Your full name: _Ber/s M atotsv
(b) Other names you have used; __

% Place of confinenient: . ,
(8) Name of institution: (' p Ay | Ari2ona. Florenes . Correctional compley
{b) Address: P-0. gy bloe .

| Florence, Ar 20na %Sé P
(¢} Your identiffcation number: _B_ﬁ» {
3 Are you currently being held on orders by: T —
-@'F ederal authorities O State authorities BOther - explain:
~Lle ER.0 D.H.5 Eitel ordir of pemoya/
4. Are you currently:
OA pretrial detainee (waiting for trial on eriminal charges)
OJServing a sentence (incarceration, parole, probation, ele.) after having been convicted of a crime
If you are currently serving a sentence, provide:
(8) Name.and location of court that sentenced you:

(b) Docket number of criminal case:
(¢) Date of sentencing:
D Being held on an immigration charge
KOther eplais_ Post, Aimoval orfop Petentrion

[T

Deciston or Action You Are Challenging

5, What are you challenging in this petition: |
O How your sentence s being carrieq out, calculated, or credited by prison or parole authotities (for sxample,
revocation or calculation of good time credits) ,

Pagodof 9
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AD-242 (Rey. 09/17) Poiticin for o Writ of Habses Corpus Under 28 U.8.C. § 2241

OPretrial detention

O immigration detention

O Detainer

OThe validity of your conviction or sentence as imposed (for example, sentence beyond the statutery
maximum or improperly caleulated under the sentencing guidelines)

O Disciplinary proceedings

MOt-her (explainy:

in thy past

My ontinved detendion for another (Fy days Ly

Ptovide more information about the decision or action you are challenging:
(8) Name and location of the BgNCY OrooUrtl T o 4l ¢ J trict rovrit

YOI W. Washingtsn 57 Phoenix AZ $5o03

{b) Docket number, case ndmber, or opinion number;

{c) Desision or action you are challenging gor disclplinary proceedings, specify the penalties imposed)!

(d) Date of the decision ot action; March 3i, 20 (6

Your Earlier Challenges of the Decision or Action

First appeal

Did you appeal the decision, file a grievanece, or seek an administrative remedy?
OYes qﬁ\f 0
(=) ¥“¥es,” provide;
(1) Namie of the authority, agency, or court: N / A
y

(2) Dats of ling:

(3) Docket.numbet;. case number, or opinfon number:

(4} Resuly;

(5) Date of result;

(6) Issues raised;

b} If you answered "‘No;" explain why you did not appeal;

Semsjnd: a-i_:peal
After the first appeal, did you file a seoond appeal t0 & higher authiority, agency, or court?
OYes ONo

Pagodof &
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AQ243 (Rev-89/17) Patition for g Writ of Habeas Corpus Under 28 .8.¢. f2241

10,

{8) If“Yes,” provide; »

(1) Name of the authority, agency, or court: N f A

Y - r—

(2) Date of filing;
{(3) Docket number, case number, or opinion number:
(4) Result;

(5) Date of result:
{6) lssucs raised:

(b) Ifyou answered “No,” explain why you did not file o second appeal; | T

Third appeal ,
After the second eppeal, did you file a third appeal to a higher authority, agency, of court?
OYes O No

(8) 1£*Yes,” provide: .
(1) Name of the authority, agency, or court:

(2) Date of filing;
{3) Docket number, case numbier, or opinion number:
(4) Result;

(SY Date of result;
(6} Issues rajsed:

——

(b) Hyou lﬁﬁén}efﬁd- “No,” explain why you did not file a third appesl:

Motion under 28 U,8.C; § 2255

Ini this petition, are you challenging the validity of your conviction or sentence as imposed?

O Yes ONo

1*Yes,” answer the following: |
(8)  Have you already filed a motion wnder 28 U.S,C, § 2255 that challenged this conviction or sentence?
O Yes N

Pagodof §
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‘AEQZ‘IZ {Bev. 09/t 7) Petition for a Wit of Hubeas Corpus Uader 28 U.8.C. § 2241

1L

(b}

@©

If “Yes," provide:

(1) Name of cotirt:
(2) Case number:
(3) Date of filing:
(4) Result;

(5) Date of result:
(6) Issues raised:

_ peals under 28 U.S.C, § FRERTTESTEN
seeking permission to file g second or successive Section 2255 motion to challenge this conviction or
sentence?

O Yes I No

If"Yes," provide:
(1) Neme of court;
(2) Case number;
(3) Date of filing;
(4) Result:

(5) Dateofresult;
(6) Issues raised:

Explaity why the remiedy under 28 U.S.C.

§ 2255 is inadequate or neffective I challenge your
gonviction or sentencs:

Appeals of immigration Proceedings

Does this case concern immigration. proceedings?

yes

{a)
(b)
(e}

ONo _
H*Yes,” provide:
Date you were taken into immigration custedy: Ayqust b, Q 0R.8
Date of the removal or reinstatement orders _Moarch 373 614
Did you file an appeal with the Board of Immigration Appeals?
O Yes , Q’N’a

Pagosof 9




Case 2:25-cv-04211-MTL-CDB  Document1  Filed 11/12/25
AQ 242 (Rev, 09/17) Patition for s Wit of Haboas Corpua Under 28 U.S.C. § 2241

Page 10 of 14

If"Yes,” provide:
(1) Date of filing:

(2) Casenumber:

(3) Result

{4): Date of result:

(5) Issues raised: i

(d) Did you appeal the decision to the United States Court of Appeals?
(3 Yes N
If “Yes," provide:
(1) Name of court:

(2) Date of filings

(3) Case number:

(4) Resuit:

(5) Date of result:

{6) Issues raiged:

12, Otherappesls T
Other than the appeals you listed above, have you filed any other petitjon,
rafsed in this petition?
OYes N No
If*Yes,” pravide:
. {a) Kind of petition, motian, or application:

application, or motion about the issyes

(b} Name of the authority, agency, ot court!

h@ Date of filing:

(d) Docket number, case number, ot opinion number:

(e) Result;

(f) Date of regult:

(2) Issues raised:

Page 6.af 9
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Grounds for Your Challenge in This Petitlon
13, . State every ground (reason) that supy

y legal arguments must be subtnitted in 4 Separate memoranﬁumi |

GROUNDONE: _ Zadvydas V. Dav)s 533 V.5: 628

201l Qoof

t Zo‘.o’V;aJaa{ ' efaim’”

{#} Supparting facts (Be brisf. Do ot c:‘fe cases of law,);

I am 4‘-‘,‘;1_@?-_%@&5(#5" Aetitive ynter Z2adVyde s i, Pavis
B33 W8 678 Ol Q0s ity Peeavsy Iretived a Fihal prderm f
of femoval s p g Z -

—deary {496,

(b) Did you prese_ni Ground One in all appeals thal were available to ylbu?
3 Yes o

GROUND TWO:

(a) Supportitig facts (Be brief. Do not cita cases or law. )

{b) Did you present Ground Two in all appeals that were available to you? . o
DYes ONo
GROUND THREE:

“(_a___) Supportlng facts (Be briaf Do rot cite cases or law.J;

(&) Did you present Ground Three in all a
OYes BNo

ppeals that were available to you?

Page 7ol 9
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. A0 242(Rov. 0917) Potition fors Wit of Haboss Corpus Undar 28 U.8.C. § 224

GROUND FOUR: '

(a) Supporting facts (Be brisf. Do not cite cases or low,);

(b) Did you present Ground Four in all appeals that were avaitable to you?
O Yes BONo

4. Ifthere arc any grounds that you did not present in al appeals that were available to yeu, explain why you did
- not

Request for Relier
15. _S.Ix_tt.e_exactl_ywh_atyouwa‘_ntthe court to do; GCood ftaSon 4o believe £ha t El? Yo : /
Fhartfore Lespondents Jocl avis efity 4o Lontinve dLtniring pedii; 4 ey
' Ao it nf s )y 1 £ 3 JLcTitioned prqy,
for v jitf whiry Fore, Petitioner LLpect Lo ily py TN T T, fﬁ"tr

ellowan g 1l e Assume L £ o ohenm Ahs e Sra A m;. Bretvr 4 N grdes r

weyt o f /fqﬁgqj Corris shouid hot be j‘/r'a.i\feocf C grany the writ of
H"lbf"!f Corpvs and erder /?'f){'/%/..ﬂéf]{ff JQM-@I.’G’/}?_-;}L( releq 5S¢ 1“}“0”1
Iﬁf/ duffadyj D,I.S‘fb"{ A Lovrd order df'rgc;é}i} -f‘f}'f?&hb’fi}f‘f fo Send

Date. frense 1, 2025 5

14 - Joq4 CSPCHully syt

Borr s Matafoy

PageBof 9
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A 292 Rev. 09/17) Porition for s Wl of Haboss Corpus Under 28 U 8.C, § 2241

Declaratlon Under Penalty Of Perjury

If you arc incarcerated, on what date did you place this petition in the prison mail system:

[deaiare’undier _tﬁ]en&lty of perjury that I am the petitioner, 1 have read this petition or had it read to me, and the
diis petit

information in ion is true and correct, [understand that & false statement of a material fact may serve ag the basis
for prosecution for perjury,

Date: W 4-a035 _ 7’&)%@«—

Signature of Petitioner

Signafure of AtiGrngy or other authorzed persos,

T

Page9of 9
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