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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

MA JINGY],

Immigration File No. —
Petinoner,
V.

Todd M, Lyons, Acting Director, Field OfTice
Director of Enforcement and Removal
Operations, Adelanto Field Office, lmmigration
and Custons Enforcement; Kristi NOEM,
Secretary, LS, Department of Homeland
Security, LLS, DEPARTMENT OF
HOMELAND SECURITY; Pameln BONDI,
LLS. Atorney General, EXECUTIVE OQFFICE
FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW,

Respundents,

Cise No, 5:25-ev-03345-RGR-85C

MUOTION FOR TEMPORARY AND
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INALD OF HABEAS JURISDICTTON
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L INTRODUCTION

Petitioner Jingyi Ma respectfully moves this Court for tempornry and preliminary
injunetive reliel prohibiting Respondents from continuing 10 detain ler based on materially false
factual premises, including reliance on criminal history and exhibits belonging to an entirely

different individual,
This Mation is brought pursuant to:
o Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65, and

o the Court’s inherent authority and the AN Writs Act, 28 LLS.C. § 1657(a),

to protect this Court’s habeas jurisdiction and prevent ongoing constitutional njury.

Absent immediate injunctive relief, Petitioner will continue to suffer unlawtul physical
restraint based on erroneous and fictitious evidence, m violation of the Due Process Clause of the

Fifth - Amendment.

1L JURISDICTION AND AUTHORITY
Federal courts have broad authority w issue injunctive relief where necessary 1o
|, preserve jurisdiction over a habeas petition, and
5

2 prevent irreparable constitutional harm,

See Boumedivne v, Buxh, 533 US, 723, 784 (2008); Nken v, Holder, 356 U,S, 418, 426 (2009),

SACTTEEN B VSN AR Y AN BEEET AT ALY TN TIVE
RELIEF 1 ALY OF DNAMEAR JTRISDICTION

-1




I

Case 5:25-tv-03345-RGK-SSC  Document 11 Filed 0L/26/26 Page 30f & Page I
#.79 '

Where detention 15 based on materially inaccurate information. courts may enjoin
continued custody pending resolution of habeas claims, See Singh v Holder, 638 F.3d 1196,

120304 (9th Cir. 201 1),

1. LEGAL STANDARD
A temporary restraining order or preliminary injunction is warranted where the movant shows:

I, alikelihood ol success on the merits;

2. irreparable harm absent relief:
3. that the balance of equities tips in her favor, and
4. that an injunction is in the public inferest,

Winter v, Nat Kes. Defl Counedl, 555 U5 7, 2002008,

In habeas cases involving unlaw ful detention, courts apply this standard flexibly because
loss of Tiberty itself constitutes irrepatable hamy, Rodvigues v, Robbing, 715 F3d 1127, 1144 (9th

Cir. 2013 )

IV, ARGUMENT
AL Petitioner |s Likely 1o Succeed on the Merits
Respondents’ Motion to Dismiss confirms that the Govermment has relied on:

= cxhibits belonging to a different detainee.
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e o dilferent A-Number (ending in “084°), and

« & fabricated or inapplicable criminal history attributed to Petitioner Jingyi Mu.m

Detention premised on false or misidentitied evidence violates due process as a matter of
law, See Sapches v Sessions, 870 F. 34901, 214 (9th Cir, 20017); Ching v. Mayorkas, 723 F3d
1149, V1T (9 Cir, 2003 ), Because Respondents cannot lawtully justify detention of Patitioner
based on another person’s reeord. Petitioner has shown a strong likelihood of success on her

haheas claims

B. Petitioner Suffers Ongoing Irreparable Harm

Unlawful immigration detention constitutes irreparable harm per se. See Hemandez v

Sexvierhin, 872 F.3d 976, 994 (9th Cir. 2017}
Lach additonal day ol detention:
o deprives Petitioner of Tiberty,
o compoaunds constitutional fnjury, and
o carmol beremedied retroactivily.

Monetary damages are imavailable in habens, making mjunctive reliel the only effective remedy,

L The Balance of Equitles Strongly Favors Pelitiongr
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The Government suffers no cognizable harm from releasing ar providing inmediate

corrective reliel lo-an individual whose detention is supported by erroneous records.

Conversely, Petitioner bears the full welght of continued [neareeration hased on misinlormation

the Govermment itself introduced,

Equity does not permit detention to continue merely because correcting the record s

ineonvenient.

D. Injunctive Relief 15 in the Public Interest
The public has & compelling interest in:
* accurate government records,
= far immugration procecdings, und
*  preventing detention based on false allegations.

Issuing an injunctivn reinforces the imtegrity of the judicial process and discournges careless

or reckless relianee on incorrect detaines files.

V. REQUESTED RELIEF
Petitioner respectfully requests that the Court:

L. Enjoin Respondents from continuing to derain Petitioner based on incorrect or

misidentified exhibits:
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Order Petitioner's immediate release; or i the alternative,

3. Order o new custody determination free from reliance on any exhibits or allegations noi
spectfically ted to Peritoner Jingyi Ma {ﬁ#

4. Stay removal or transfer pending final resolution of the habeas petition; and

5. Grantany turther relief the Court deems just and praoper.

VI NO SECURITY REQUIRED

iNg bond should be required under Rule 65(c) because this action mvaolves enforcement of

constitutional rights and habeas jurisdiction. See Hermande=, 872 F 3d.at 1002,

VIL CONCLUSION

Bezause etitioner remains detained based on false fictual premises and wrong-person
evidence, mmmediate injunciive relief is Hecessary 10 prevent ongoing constitutional harm and o

pratect this Count's habeas junisdiction.
DATED this 26 of January, 2026,
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