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(<Detention is necessary a part of th[e] deportation procedure.=

, 163 U.S. 228, 235, 16 S.Ct. 977, 41 L.Ed. 140 (1896) (<Proceedings to exclude or expel 
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Petitioner9s argument amounts to a claim
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1225(b)(2)(A).  If Petitioner9s argument is that his detention under that statute is a violation of due process, 
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implicitly endorsed the Government9s interpretation of the statute.  
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admitted, he qualifies as someone 8seeking admission[].9=)

(treating, based on statute, <aliens who are present in the United States, but 

who have not been inspected and admitted,= as <aliens who are seeking admission=)
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