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TA 
Iu the united states Diotrict 

Court Foe the Northern DMokeck 

oF texas ABlene division 

Rakadl Jose Romero lopee 

Petitioner, 

Vv. , 

Warden Blucbonnet Detention Cente, 

Reshoundent 

Civil action NO. 1:25-cv-203-H 

Patrtioner Rorael Jose Romero lopez vesPect fully Submits Mis 

reply to ReSfondent’S vesponse 

T. My ime; gra tion Case 16 vot Final, 

The Government acknowledges not \ aPPcaled the ImmMacation 

Sudqe’s deevsion to the Soocd OF Immigration aPPeals | 

Under &CF.R, s \QH. 4, Qa removal order does not become Final until 

te Board oF immigration APPealS dism. 9565 the aPPeal, Because 

Wy aPeal is ot Pen ding my ImmMigeat ion case VO no Final 

and my immigration proceed. ngs remain ongoing - 

IL The Government Prevively exerce.sed discretion and 

velea Sed Me.
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the Government States That | was Previusly veleased From 

immarakion custody Under DUS discee tionary Pavole author ty 

PocSsuant Yo INA 3 212 4) C5), 

this shows thot immigration ovthortes Pewously exerciged 

their Adyseretion ond allowed metoreman in he community 

while my immigration case Continued . 

Dunng that time, | complied with wy immigration coX hearings 

and (CE veportyng requiremen. Vdd not wolste any condition 

OF my velease. 

These Facts demontrate dwot | am net a danger to the Community 

ond thet do wot Present a Flight risk. 

Iit.| have not received a meanagrel indvidualized veview oF my 

detention. 

When | was taken back into immigration custody, | was act 

Provided with a document cleanly explaining the legal hasis For 

My Cortinved detention. 

iM addition, a bond hearing Nod been scheduled before the 

Imm acation court, However, that heanng did nst take Place 

because | was transéerred betwen delevttion Facilites 

AS © veduit of that TransFer, the scheduled bond heawng did 

wot occur and | have remaimed detained withoot veceiving 

on individudized custody detemimation.
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Because of this, my detention has Continued Withowt o MeanmFul 
OPPortunity For a court to veview whether my detention remains 

Sutined, 

Contiwved detention thas results From admmistot ve transfers 
and delays withodt an indivdvuleed custody deter mitation, 
YoSe5 Dering Concerns under The Doe Process clause oF the 

Firth Amendment. 

IV. Respondent's veliance on Buenrostro-Mendea does uct resdve 

te Congtitutionnr issue. 

Respondent araves not wy detentcon is authorized onder \NA 

BAAS ond elies one Kreth civceit’S decis.on in Boewrosteo. Mendee 

NV. Bondi. 

| respect Fully acknowledge tot te Kieth cocvit addressed 

The Stotutory interpretation oF \NA Sarvs mM Anat dec.s.on. 

However, Mnst decigion addvessed the interpretation oF the 
detention statute and did: not resolve tne consti tutona \ 

limits on continved immigcot ion detention onder he 

Dee Process Clause oF the Fieth Amendment 

Even ASSUMING tot detention may be author. zed Under INA 
$42VS as interpreted iw Buenrestro- Mewdea, the Constitution 

Still Tequicres that continued detention reman reasonable 
and Cons.stent with dee process. 
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\V,. Continued detention Withot indiiduol ged review raises Serous 

due PRESESS Concerns, 

The freth Amendment Provides That no Persen Shalt be deprived 

oF liberty withot due process of law. 

Although immigcrtion srokotes Moy author zed detewhon in 

Certan Circumstances, The consttetion stil requires 

meanmafel procedural protections, incleding an indvurdval ted 
teurew oF Continued detention, 

in tMis case Vnave remand detained Withort receiving an 

ndwidvalted custody determmation addeessing whether 

| present a danger bo ne Covnmonty ora Flight nok. 

As my detention continues withot Meanimgfol indusduol eed 

review, Seriovs Constitutional Concerns anse regarding 

Whethe Wy Continued detention vemains veasonable onder 

We ave process clause, 

the Supreme Court vecogniaed limits on immigration 

betention iva) Zadvy das v. Davis, 533 V.5 6tS (2007) , 

Explaining tat wamagro keen detention counct become 

\w deFin. te of Unveasonable.
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vi, Addvtional Circumstances Supporting indir dual Zed review. 

AS veklected in the decumenits already Filed in tWis case, | Nave 

Temporary protected status CTPS) for Venezuela and thave 

Compl.ed with the re-registration requirements. 

this Further demonstrates my Compliance with imun gration 

authorities and my ‘nes to tne Commonity while my 

WMigrokion proceedings roman pend g: 

VIL Request For Relic F. 

For Mme reasons explained abeve, | ves pect fully request dot dais 

Court 3 cont wy Ppekition For Wat of Habeas Corpus. 

\ respectfully request tot the cool order my release From 

immigeation dcbention, 

in The alterna’ ve, if the court determines not immediotc 

Yelease 16 not appropriate, \ respect fay request that the cot 

order aq prompt mdiu.dualized Custody review cn sistent 

with the ve process Clause 
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AuspctFully Sul mitted, 

Ratadk Jose Romero \oper 

Petitioner, Pro Se 

Dole | O3-it-2026 

Siqnaty Ce" HL 

|. declace onder penalty of Per Sery nat the Foregomy is 

troe and Correct, 

Executed ow _O3-1t-20Z6 © 

Signature: Lk _ 

Rafael Sose Romero lope 2 
y 



Case 1:25-cv-00283-H Document 25 Filed 03/23/26 Page7of8 PagelD 100 

\CediFicate oF Senice 

\ Certify that mailed o Copy oF tis Reply to 

Counsel For Respondent at the address listed in 
Responden’S Filiag 

Date: O3-\t-2026 

Siquarty re. 
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