


Based on this allegation in Petitioner9s removal proceedings, DHS denied 
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Petitioner9s detention on this basis violates the plain language of the Immigration 



9s

Respondents9 new legal interpretation is plainly contrary to the statutory framework and contrary 



to show cause <forthwith,= unless the petitioner is not entitled to relief. 28 U.S.C. § 2243. If an 

order to show cause is issued, Respondents must file a return <within three day

cause additional time, not exceeding twenty days, is allowed.= 

corpus is <perhaps the most important writ known to the constitutional 

confinement.= <

= 



ICE9s 

is Petitioner9s immediate odian and is responsible for Petitioner9s 

Nationality Act (INA), and oversees ICE, which is responsible for Petitioner9s 
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noncitizens who were not deemed <arriving= were entitled to a custody hearing before 

<restates= the detention authority previously found at § 1252(a)).

On July 8, 2025, ICE, <in coordination with= DOJ, announced a new policy that 

The new policy, entitled <Interim Guidance Regarding Detention Authority for 

Applicants for Admission,=



their new interpretation of the INA9s detention authorities. Courts have likewise 

Subsequently, court after court has adopted the same reading of the INA9s detention 

authorities and rejected ICE and EOIR9s new interpretation. 



8:25CV494, 2025 WL 2531566 at *2 (D. Neb. Sept. 3, 2025) (noting that <[t]he 

Court tends to agree= that § 1226(a) and not § 1225(b)(2) authorizes detention); 

Courts have uniformly rejected DHS9s and EOIR9s new interpretation because it 



all persons <

= These removal hearings are 

1229a, to <

[noncitizen].= 

Subparagraph (E)9s reference to such people makes clear that, by default, such people 

explained, <[w]hen Congress creates 8specific exceptions9 to a statute9s applicability, 

it 8proves9 that absent those exceptions, the statute generally applies.= 

recently entered the United States. The statute9s entire framework is premised on 

inspections at the border of people who are <seeking admission= to the United States. 



detention scheme applies <at the Nation9s borders and ports of entry, where the 

admissible.=



ADDRESS. Petitioner9s removal proceedings are therefore before the Laredo 

an Immigration Judge, even though EOIR9s position is that it does not hav

ner9s ability to assist in his own defense with his removal proceedings. 

a detained removal proceedings docket. Respondents9 unlawful detention of the 



process of law. U.S. Const. amend. V. <Freedom from imprisonment4

4

cts.= 



y of December 

Respondents9 

Declare that Petitioner9s detention is unlawful;

nd day of December
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