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Peilioner, 
il ¥. 

a3 Respondents. 

id Pethioner Juan Adrian Galvan secks habeas reliel from his mandatery mnmigraiion 

. hemigrtkm and Qudems Enlbrcement detain: him pursuant to 2 LSC. ae
 

). Pecieeal Respomlents acknowledge that this Court granted summery padement and 

mogaer « Bostock is unlawful. Qudrigwes Mesques « Bostock, No. 

the Courts decision in Rochigus 
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See Vargas Lopes y. Trump, --- F. Supp. 3d ---. 2025 WL 2780351 (D. Neb. Sept. 30, 2023) 

cholding petitioner detained under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(6)(2)); Sixtos Chavez v. Noem, --- F. Supp. 

3d ---, 2025 WL 2730228 (8.D. Cal, Sept. 24, 2025) (sarne}, Noncitizens who are apprehended 

shortly after illegally crossing the border and who are determined to be inadmissible duc to 

lacking a visa or valid entry documentation, 8 U.S.C. § 1782(a\(7)(A), may be removed 

pursuant io an expedited removal order unless they express an intention to apply for asylum ora 

fear of persecution in their home country. 8 U.S.C. $8 1225(b)0) WAM, (HUE. “The purpose 

of these provisions is to expedite the removal from the United States of aliens who indisputably 

have no authorization to be admitted to the United States, while providing an opportunity for 

such an alien who claims asylum to heve the merits of his or her claim promptly assessed by 

officers with full professional training in adjudicating asylum claims.” H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 828, 

104th Cong., 2d Sess, 209 (1996). 

Applicants for admission fall into one of two categories. Section 1225(b)(1) covers 

noncitizens initially determined to be inadmissible due to fraud, misrepresentation, or lack of 

valid documentation, and certain other noncitizens designated by the Attorney General in her 

discretion. Separately, Section [225(b\2} serves as a catchall provision that applies to all 

applicants for admission not covered by Section 122¢b\ 1) (with specific exceptions net 

relevant here). See Jennings v. Rodriguez, 383 U.S. 281, 287 (2018). 

Congress has determined that all noncitizens subject to Section 1225(b) are subject to 

mandatory detention. Regardless of whether a noncitizen falls under Section 1225(bK1) or 

(b)2), the sole means of release is “temporary parole from § 1225(b} detention ‘for urgent 

humanitarian reasons or significant public benefit, § 1182¢dySA).” Jennings, 583 U.S. at 283. 

Further, several provisions at 8 U.S.C. § 1252 preclude review. First, § U.S.C. § 1252(g) 

bars review of Petitioner's claims because they arise from the government's decision to 
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arises Hrom the goverament’s decision io commence memewal proceedings, thus an “action taken 

jagul leadte “[[ladicial review of determinations weler seciian of this ttle and Bs 

ueplemenistion~ The plain lsnguege of the statue precledes judicial ewiew lor mwilizens 

soul applics te a “determinstion under 

eS section 1D 

EL Pultioner Galen 

As 4 thresisld matter, there hes been no bond determination in Pethioner’s case. ICE bas 

saivised that Petitioner has not had a bee] leaving before the Immigration budge and the 

djudicate live cases or controversies and do noi “issue advisory opinions [or] declare rights in 

Srppothelical cases"), Bishog Patate Tribe 2 lve 

ah Cir. SMM fen bancd) (“For a case to be ripe, ¢ awiat present issues that are definite 

wand comoretic, not hwpothetios! or abetract.“i. Even Wf the Creel wore in ider the case, 

Petitioner hes failed to exhaust ihe administrative renvodics available him, aeud the petitive: 

esol. Teonanio ey Cre should therefore be dis: 

i When a pethioner docs net cxlust adminictrative sermedics, a district cut ordinarily should 
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Raverafi, et al. 2025 WL 3157796, at *11 (N.D. Ohio Nov. 12, 2025} (finding that 

administrative exhaustion requirement not waived as futile when petitioner's appeal challenging 

the Immigration Judge's bond denial based on finding mandatory detention under Section 1225 

remained pending before the Board of Immigration Appeals, post-issuance of Matter of Yajure 

Hurtado, 29 1&N Dec. 216 (BLA 2025). 

Alternatively, while Federal Respondents do not agree with the Rodrigues Vazquez 

decision and are still weighing their options on how to proceed, they do not oppose this 

Petitioner being considered a member of the Bond Denial Class! for purposes of this litigation. 

ifthe Court were to grant the habeas petition with respect to this Petitioner, the appropriate 

relief is not release. Instead, this Court should order the Immigration Judge to provide Petitioner 

a bond hearing pursuant to 8 U.S.C. §1226{a}, consistent with the Court's judgement in 

Rodriguez, 2025 WL 2782499, at #27. 

if 

Uf 

u 

? “Bond Denial Class: All noncitizens without lawful status detained at the Northwest ICE Processing Center who 
(1) have entered or will enter the United States without inspection, (2) are not apprehended upon arrival, (3) are not 
jor will not be subject to detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(c}, § 1225(6K 1), or § 1231 at the time the noncitizen is 
scheduled for or requests a bond hearing.” Rodrigues, 1025 WL 2782499, at *6. 
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DATED this 2nd day of December, 2025 

Respectfully submitted, 

CHARLES NEIL FLOYD 
United States Atomey 

sf Katherine G. Collins 
KATHERINE G. COLLINS, CA #315903 
Assistant United States Attorney 
United States Attorney’s Office 
Western District of Washington 
700 Stewart Street, Suite 5220 

Seattle, Washington 98101-1271 
Phone: 206-553-7970 
Fax: 306-553-4067 
Email: katherine collins @usdoj. gov 

Attorneys for Federal Respondents 

i certify that this memorandum contains 926 
words, in compliance with the Local Civil Rules 
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