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1225(b)(2), based on the statute9s plain language and structure, the history of the 
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<A decision of a federal district court judge is not binding 

judge in a different case.=).



 

Oct. 22, 2025) (dismissing for failure to exhaust where petitioner sought <review of the 

= but had yet to appeal to the BIA). 

 

Petitioner9s habeas petition should be denied because he falls under the 

in the United States who entered the country unlawfully <without being admitted or paroled.= 



Gov9t Ex. 1 at 4 an alien <present in the United States who has not been 

admitted,= is by definition <an applicant for admission.=  8 U.S.C. §

1225(b)(2)(A) (instructing that <the alien 

be detained= in the case of <an alien seeking admission= who <is not clearly and beyond 

a doubt entitled to be admitted= (emphasis added)).  

 

<As usual, we start with the statutory text.= Restaurant Law Center v. U.S. Dep’t of Labor

Based on this text, if an alien is an <applicant for admission=, then they 

The INA defines <applicant for admission= as <a

.= 8 U.S.C. § 1225(a)(1).
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BIA9s interpretation.

, in the Government9s favor. In denying the habeas 

petition and granting the Government9s motion for summary judgment, the 

held <[t] 9 .=  The 

reasoned that <[t]

9

= 

required a ruling in the Government9s favor. The court also explained why it was not 

courts originally rejected the Government9s interpretation of § 1225(b)(2), 
growing body of case law agreeing with the Government9s position. 
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year, <[r]egardless of whether [] detainees formally request release from confinement,= if <their 

.”  Trump v. J.G.G.,

over core habeas claims.  First, <jurisdiction lies in only one district: the district of 

confinement.= 

Second, a habeas petitioner must name the petitioner9s immediate custodian4

custodian who has actual custody over the petitioner and can produce the <corpus.=  

542 U.S. at 435.  <Failure to name the petitioner9s custodian as a

courts of personal jurisdiction= needed to issue relief.  

43.  And a <judgment entered without personal jurisdiction over a defendant is

void as to that defendant.=  



(1998) (declaratory judgment action not appropriate to address <validity of a defense the State 

may, or may not, raise in a habeas proceeding= in part because <the underlying claim must be 

adjudicated in a federal habeas proceeding=); 

, 82 F.3d 1081, 1082 (D.C. Cir. 1996) (holding that the <availability 

habeas remedy in another district ousted us of jurisdiction over an alien9s effort to pose a 

constitutional attack . . . by means of a suit for declaratory judgment=); 

793 F.2d 364, 366 (D.C. Cir. 1986) (<In adopting the federal habeas corpus statute, Congress 

that he is 8in custody in violation of the Constitution . . . of the United States,9 . . . . This specific 

the general terms of the declaratory judgment . . . statute.=).



court9s judgment cannot be binding and preclusive against a party over which it lacked 
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attorneys of record via the District9s ECF system.
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