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bond hearing before an immigration judge, based solely on the government’s assertion that 

are subject to mandatory, no‑bond 

Matter of Yajure‑Hurtado

<Bond Eligible Class=

Respondents’ continued refusal to provide Petitioner with a bond hearing violates 8 U.S.C. 



To vindicate Petitioner’s statutory and constitutional rights, this Court should grant this 
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The writ of habeas corpus has long been recognized as a <swift and imperative remedy in all 

cases of illegal restraint or confinement,= underscoring the urgency of judicial review of 

responsible for Petitioner’s continued detention.
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Petitioner was not apprehended <upon arrival= in the sense of being stopped and processed 

Matter of Yajure‑Hurtado



summary judgment, holding that the government’s policy of treating noncitizens who entered 

On November 25, 2025, that court certified a nationwide <Bond Eligible Class= of <all 

1225(b)(1), or 1231 at the time DHS makes an initial custody determination,= and expressly 

effect as injunctive relief in fixing the parties’ legal rights, and federal officials are presumed 



and is thus bound by that court’s final 

detain a noncitizen <pending a decision on whether the alien is to be removed= and may 

Matter of Yajure‑Hurtado



explained, <the statutory text, the statute’s history, Congressional intent, and 1226(a)’s 

application for the past three decades= all confirm that 

<chorus= of opinions rejecting the government’s <new, expansive interpretation of 

mandatory detention under the INA= and holding that the government’s attempt to detain

1225(b) <belies the statutory text of the INA, canons of statutory 

interpretation, legislative history, and longstanding agency practice.= 

court’s certified Bond Eligible Class and its extension of the same 



The Fifth Amendment’s Due Process Clause prohibits arbitrary and prolonged civil detention 

based solely on an unlawful no‑bond policy applicable to those who entered without 

Respondents’ 

recognizing Petitioner’s statutory entitlement to treatment under 8 U.S.C.

access to a bond hearing further compounds the arbitrary and unlawful nature of Petitioner’s 

For these reasons, Petitioner’s continued detention without a bond hearing violates the Due 

<pending a decision on whether the alien is to be removed,= with access to discretionary 



Respondents’ continued reliance on Matter of Yajure‑Hurtado and the government’s 

no‑bond policy for noncitizens who entered without 

violates Petitioner’s statutory rights.

For these reasons, Petitioner’s detention without access to a bond hearing violates 8 U.S.C. 

Declare that Petitioner’s continued detention without access to an individualized bond 

days of the Court’s order, at which DHS bears the burden to 



Enjoin Respondents from continuing to detain Petitioner under an unlawful no‑bond policy 

Award Petitioner reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to the Equal Access to Justice 






