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Based on this allegation in Petitioner’s removal proceeding
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etitioner’s detention on this basis violates the plain language of the Immigration 

Respondents’ new legal interpretation 

Petitioners’ 

from Order Granting Petitioners’ Motion for Partial Summary Judgment).



Petitioner’s Notice to Appear

< =

been instructed by <leadership= that the declaratory judgment in 

agency’s prior decision in 



Petitioner’s



The Court should grant the petition for writ of habeas corpus <forthwith,= as the 

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

confinement.= <

= 

custody by an immigration judge, pursuant to the Board’s decision in 



ICE’s 

, and oversees ICE, which is responsible for Petitioner’s detention. Ms. 
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Petitioner’s Passport

Petitioner’s States Citizen Children’s 

’s criminal history consists only of minor traffic violations

Petitioner’s bond request.



<[w]hen considering this determination with the MSJ Order, the Court extends the same 

”

and bound by the Court’s 

declaratory judgment, which has the full <force and effect of a final judgment.= 28 U.S.C. 

1225(b)(2), Respondents violate Petitioner’s statutory 

rights under the INA and the Court’s judgment in 



(1 S— 

that Petitioner’s detention is

Award Petitioner attorney’s fees and costs under the Equal Access to Justice Act 

(<EAJA=), as am




