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LUIS GUILLERMO ORTEGA MACARIO, PETITIONER’S MOTION FOR

Petitioner
V.
SERGIO ALBARRAN, et al.,

Respondents.
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Petitioner Luis Guillermo Ortega Macario (“Mr. Ortega Macario”) hereby moves
the Court to clarify that the decision granting the preliminary injunction, Dkt. 26,
constitutes the final judgment granting the habeas petition. Mr. Ortega Macario wants to
ensure that he is protected against arbitrary re-detention by Respondents, and is concerned
that the preliminary injunction order does not protect him now that the matter has been
terminated. See U.S. Phillips Corp v. KBC Bank N.V., 590 F.3d 1091, 1093-94 (9th Cir.
2010) (a preliminary injunction “dissolves” by entry of the final decree in a case). In order
to obviate the need for duplicative briefing, he moves the Court to re-issue the order with
the clarification that it is granting final relief on the merits of the habeas petition.

Respondents, through counsel, do not oppose the motion to clarify that the

preliminary injunction order constitutes the final judgment on the habeas.

Dated: February 10, 2026 Respectfully submitted,

s/ Genna Beier
Genna Beier
Attorney for Petitioner
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