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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ALFONSO RANGEL VELAZQUEZ,

Petitioner,
V.

Christopher J. LAROSE, in his official
capacity as Warden of Otay Mesa
Detention Center; Daniel A.
BRIGHTMAN, in his official capacity as
San Diego Field Office Director, ICE
Enforcement and Removal Operations;
Todd LYONS, in his official capacity as
Acting Director of ICE; Kristi NOEM, in
her official capacity as Secretary of
Homeland Security; Pamela BONDI, in
her official capacity as U.S. Attorney
General,

Respondents.
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Case No.: 3:25-cv-03474-AGS-DEB
Agency File No.: I

PETITIONER’S REPLY TO
RESPONDENTS’
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE
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Petitioner is in receipt of Respondents’ Supplemental Response to
Petitioner’s Habeas Petition, in which Respondents concede that the decision in|
Maldonado Bautista v. Santacruz, No. 5:25-CV-01873-SSS-BFM, --- F. Supp. 3d
---, 2025 WL 3289861 (C.D. Cal. Nov. 20, 2025), is a final judgment.
Respondents state that they “acknowledge Petitioner is detained under 8 U.S.C. §
1226(a) and is entitled to an order from this Court directing a bond hearing be held
pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a).”

However, the Petition does not request a bond hearing. It requests release
from unlawful custody because Petitioner’s detention and revocation of his parole
violate his rights under the Due Process Clause. Habeas corpus is not a mechanism
to compel additional agency procedures where detention is otherwise lawful; it is g
remedy for detention that is unlawful. Boumediene v. Bush, 553 U.S. 723, 779

(2008).

Respondents® concession that § 1226(a) applies does not resolve the
Petition’s claims. Section 1226(a) authorizes discretionary detention only so long
as it comports with constitutional due process. Where it does not, continued
custody is unlawful and the appropriate habeas remedy is release. See Nadarajah

v. Gonzales, 443 F.3d 1069, 1080-81 (9th Cir. 2006).
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Accordingly, the Court should order Petitioner’s immediate release from|

custody.

Dated: December 22, 2025 Signature: /s/ Robin M. Nagele
By: Robin M. Nagele
Attorney for Petitioner

3.

PETITIONER'S REPLY TO RESPONDENTS’ SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO HABEAS PETITION




O 00 NN O W AW N e

[ S I R T e e e o o =
EX3RFRBIVINEBE I xR0 =0

Gase 3:25-cv-03474-AGS-DEB  Document 8 Filed 12/22/25 PagelD.61 Page 4 of

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that the foregoing was filed on December 22, 2025, through the
CM/ECF system and that it will be sent electronically to the registered participants

as identified on the Notice of Electronic Filing.

Executed on December 22, 2025, in Vista, California.

Respectfully submitted,

s/ Robin M. Nagele
Robin M. Nagele

Attorney for Petitioner

-4-

PETITIONER’S REPLY TO RESPONDENTS®' SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO HABEAS PETITION




