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Ray Estolano, Esq. (SBN 204919)
545 H Street, Suite A

Chula Vista, California 91910
619-476-1291

Attorney for Petitioner,
Alejandro Sandoval-Garcia

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

ALEJANDRO SANDOVAL-GARCIA, Case No. '25CV3738LL MSB

Petitioner,

V.

PAM BONDI, Attorney General of the
United States, in her official capacity;
KRISTI NOEM, Secretary of the U.S.
Department of Homeland Security, in her
official capacity; EXECUTIVE OFFICE
FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW; TODD
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) PETITION FOR WRIT OF

)

)

)
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)
LYONS, Acting Director of U.S. ;

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

HABEAS CORPUS AND
COMPLAINT FOR
DECLARATORY AND
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

Immigration and Customs Enforcement,
in his official capacity; PATRICK
DIVVER, ICE Field Office Director for
San Diego County, in his official capacity;

WARDEN OF IMPERIAL REGION
DETENTION FACILITY.

Respondents.
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INTRODUCTION

L Petitioner Alejandro Sandoval-Garcia is a 54-year-old national of
Mexico. His last entry into the United States was without inspection on or about
December 25, 2001. On October 6, 2017, Petitioner married his United States-
citizen wife, Carmen Julia Atencio. On December 13, 2017, Petitioner’s wife filed
a Form I-130 Petition for Alien Relative on his behalf, which was approved on
March 14, 2019, with a priority date of December 13, 2017. Since that time,
Petitioner’s immigrant visa petition has remained pending at the National Visa
Center, contingent on adjudication of his Form I-601A provisional unlawful-
presence waiver.

2. Until October 22, 2025, Petitioner remained at liberty. On that date,
he was detained by Immigration and Customs Enforcement during an interior
enforcement action near a Home Depot location and placed in removal proceedings
under INA § 240. Petitioner is charged solely under INA § 212(a)(6)(A)(i) and is
not subject to mandatory detention under INA § 236(c) or post-order detention
under INA § 241. |

3. After DHS denied release, Petitioner requested a custody
redetermination hearing pursuant to INA § 236(a). The Immigration Judge
declined to conduct any bond hearing and expressly ruled that the court lacked
Jurisdiction to consider custody, citing Matter of Yajure-Hurtado, 29 I&N Dec. 216
(BIA 2025). The Immigration Judge made no individualized findings regarding
danger to the community, risk of flight, ability to pay, or conditions of release.

4, As aresult, Petitioner remains detained without any custody

[o0)
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determination by a neutral adjudicator, solely by operation of a categorical agency
rule that purports to strip Immigration Judges of the authority Congress expressly
granted under INA § 236(a).

Petitioner’s continued detention is therefore not the product of discretionary
judgment, but of a mandatory legal rule whose validity is a pure question of law
and is properly reviewed through habeas corpus.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

12. This Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. §§ 2241 and 1331
because Petitioner is in federal custody and challenges the legality of his continued
civil immigration detention. The Suspension Clause preserves habeas corpus
review of executive detention, including immigration detention. See U.S. Const.
art. I, § 9, cl. 2.

13. This Court also has jurisdiction under the Administrative Procedure Act, 5
U.S.C. §§ 702 and 706, because Petitioner challenges final agency action that is
alleged to be arbitrary, capricious, contrary to law, and in excess of statutory
authority. The APA waives sovereign immunity for the declaratory and injunctive
relief sought here.

14. Venue is proper in the Southern District of California under 28 U.S.C. §
1391(e)(1)~(2). Petitioner was arrested in this District, removal proceedings are
pending before an Immigration Court located in this District, and DHS and ICE
officials responsible for enforcing the challenged detention policy and determining
Petitioner’s bond eligibility exercise authority within this District.

15. To the extent DHS has transferred or may transfer Petitioner outside this

District, such transfer does not defeat venue or jurisdiction. Petitioner challenges
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the legality of his detention based on a binding agency rule that purports to
eliminate Immigration Judge bond jurisdiction, and seeks habeas, declaratory, and
injunctive relief that can be granted only by senior DHS and ICE officials—not by
the immediate facility custodian. See Rumsfeld v. Padilla, 542 U.S. 426, 436 n.8
(2004).

16. The Court is authorized to grant declaratory relief under 28 U.S.C. §§
2201-2202 and injunctive relief under 5 U.S.C. § 702, in addition to habeas relief,
to remedy ongoing unlawful detention and to prevent continued enforcement of
agency action that exceeds statutory authority.

PARTIES

17.  Petitioner Alejandro Sandoval-Garcia is a native and citizen of
Mexico who has resided continuously in California since 2001. He was arrested in
this District on October 22, 2025.

18.  Respondent Pam Bondi is the Attorney General of the United States
and is sued in her official capacity as the head of the Department of Justice. The
Attorney General is responsible for the fair administration of the laws of the United
States.

19.  Kiristi Noem, Secretary of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security
(DHS), is sued in her official capacity as the Cabinet official charged with
administration and enforcement of the immigration laws, including custody and
release authority. See 8 U.S.C. § 1103(a).

20.  Respondent Executive Office for Immigration Review is a
component agency of the Department of Justice responsible for conducting

removal and bond hearings of noncitizens. EOIR is comprised of a lower
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adjudicatory body administered by immigration judges and an appellate body
known as the Board of Immigration Appeal (BIA). Immigration judges issue bond
redetermination hearing decisions, which are then subject to appeal to the BIA.
EOIR is sued as an agency respondent because its policies and decisions are at
issue in this action.

21. Respondent Todd Lyons is the Acting Director of U.S. Immigration
and Customs Enforcement (ICE) and is sued in his official capacity. ICE is
responsible for the detention of Petitioners.

22.  Patrick Divver is the Immigration and Customs Enforcement Field
Office Director for San Diego County, including the Imperial Regional detention
facility and is sued in his official capacity.

23. The Warden of Imperial Region Detention Facility is sued in his
official capacity as the officer with immediate physical custody of Petitioner. The
Warden is responsible for Petitioner’s day-to-day detention but lacks authority to
make custody or release determinations. He is named as a Respondent pursuant to
the immediate custodian rule established in Rumsfeld v. Padilla, 542 U.S. 426
(2004).

LEGAL BACKGROUND

24. The Immigration and Nationality Act (“INA”) establishes distinct
detention regimes that apply at different procedural stages of the removal process.
INA § 236(a), 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), is the default detention authority for noncitizens
apprehended in the interior of the United States and placed in removal proceedings
under INA § 240. Section 236(a) expressly authorizes release on bond or

conditional parole and vests Immigration Judges with custody-redetermination
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Jurisdiction. See 8 C.F.R. §§ 1003.19(a), 1236.1(d).

25. By contrast, INA § 236(c) mandates detention only for noncitizens
charged with or convicted of specified criminal or terrorism-related offenses. INA
§ 235(b)(1) and (b)(2), 8 U.S.C. § 1225, govern detention at the inspection stage,
including expedited removal and related border-processing procedures. Finally,
INA § 241, 8 U.S.C. § 1231, governs detention after a final order of removal. None
of those provisions applies here.

26. Section 236(a) governs detention pending a decision on whether the
alien is to be removed from the United States, i.e., during ongoing § 240
proceedings. Its implementing regulations confirm that Immigration Judges retain
authority to conduct bond hearings for noncitizens detained under this provision.
See 8 C.F.R. §§ 1003.19(a), 1236.1(d).

27. Section 235(b), by contrast, applies exclusively at ports of entry and
during the inspection process. Its text and structure confirm that an “application for
admission” is a discrete event occurring at the time of entry, not a perpetual legal
status that attaches indefinitely to individuals who entered without inspection.
Torres v. Barr, 976 F.3d 918, 932 (9th Cir. 2020) (en banc). See also Jennings v.
Rodriguez, 583 U.S. 281 (2018) (describing the INA’s bifurcated detention scheme
distinguishing inspection-stage detention at entry from detention of noncitizens
found in the United States after entry).

28. The regulatory history following the enactment of IIRIRA reinforces
this distinction. In its 1997 rulemaking, the Department of Justice explained that
noncitizens who entered without inspection but are later placed in § 240 removal

proceedings are detained under § 236(a), not § 235. See Inspection and Expedited
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Removal of Aliens; Detention and Removal of Aliens; Conduct of Removal
Proceedings; Asylum Procedures, 62 Fed. Reg. 10,312, 10,323 (Mar. 6, 1997).

29. Recent congressional action further confirms that § 236(a) governs
detention of noncitizens apprehended in the interior and placed in § 240
proceedings. In 2024, Congress enacted the Laken Riley Act, which expanded
mandatory detention under § 236(c) for certain noncitizens charged with specified
offenses. Notably, Congress did not amend § 235(b)(2) to mandate detention of all
noncitizens who entered without inspection, nor did it displace § 236(a) as the
default detention authority. Congress’s targeted amendments to § 236 presuppose
its continued applicability and would be superfluous if § 235(b)(2) already
governed detention of long-term interior residents.

30. InJuly 2025, DHS issued internal guidance directing ICE officers and
government counsel to categorically deny bond redetermination hearings to all
noncitizens who entered without inspection, regardless of length of residence or
place of arrest. That guidance treated such individuals as perpetual “applicants for
admission” subject to INA § 235(b)(2).

31. In September 2025, the Board of Immigration Appeals adopted that
policy as binding precedent in Matter of Yajure-Hurtado, 29 1&N Dec. 216 (BIA
2025), instructing Immigration Judges that they lacked jurisdiction to conduct bond
hearings in such cases.

32. That interpretation is not entitled to judicial deference. Under Loper
Bright Enterprises v. Raimondo, 144 S. Ct. 2244 (2024), courts must
independently interpret the INA and may not defer to agency constructions that

conflict with statutory text, structure, or history.
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33.  Courts in this Circuit—including multiple courts in this District—
have rejected DHS’s categorical application of 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2) to long-term
interior residents and have granted habeas relief or ordered custody
redetermination hearings under § 1226(a). See, e.g., Arias Torres v. Bondi, No. 25-
cv-02457-BAS-MSB (S.D. Cal. Nov. 18, 2025); Lazaro Maldonado Bautista et al.
v. Ernesto Santacruz Jr. et al., No. 5:25-cv-01873 (C.D. Cal. 2025).

34. In Bautista the district court granted habeas relief through a temporary
restraining order on July 28, 2025, requiring individualized bond hearings and
resulting in the release of the named petitioners. The court then granted partial
summary judgment on November 20, 2025, holding that DHS’s categorical
application of 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2) to long-term interior residents is unlawful
under the INA and the Administrative Procedure Act. Five days later, on
November 25, 2025, the court certified a Rule 23(b)(2) class seeking declaratory
and injunctive relief. Proceedings to determine final classwide remedies are
scheduled for January 2026.

35. Petitioner is a long-term California resident apprehended in the interior
of the United States and placed in § 240 removal proceedings. Under the INA’s
text, implementing regulations, historical application, and controlling Ninth Circuit
authority, § 236(a) governs his detention and entitles him to a custody-
redetermination hearing before an Immigration Judge.

36. The Immigration Judge nevertheless declined jurisdiction and denied
any bond hearing solely by operation of Matter of Yajure-Hurtado. Because that
binding agency rule forecloses any administrative remedy and eliminates the

possibility of an individualized custody determination, habeas corpus and related
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declaratory relief are the only means of vindicating Petitioner’s statutory and
constitutional rights
.FACTUAL AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

37. Petitioner Alejandro Sandoval-Garcia is a 54-year-old native and
citizen of Mexico. His most recent entry into the United States was without
inspection on or about December 25, 2001. Since that time, he has resided
continuously in the United States, including long-term residence in California.

38.  On October 6, 2017, Petitioner married his U.S.-citizen spouse,
Carmen Julia Atencio. On December 13, 2017, she filed a Form I-130 Petition for
Alien Relative on his behalf. USCIS approved the I-130 petition on March 14,
2019, establishing Petitioner’s eligibility to pursue lawful permanent resident
status through consular processing.

39. Following approval of the immigrant visa petition, Petitioner pursued a
Form I-601A provisional unlawful-presence waiver, which remains pending before
USCIS. During this period, Petitioner continued residing in the community and
was not subject to any criminal charges or immigration detention.

40. On October 22, 2025, Immigration and Customs Enforcement officers
arrested Petitioner in the interior of the United States near a Home Depot location
in California. ICE served Petitioner with a Notice to Appear, placing him in
removal proceedings under INA § 240, and transferred him into DHS custody.

41. Petitioner is currently detained at the Imperial Regional Detention
Facility in Calexico, California. DHS has not charged him with any offense
triggering mandatory detention under INA § 236(c), nor has it asserted that he is

subject to post-order detention under INA § 241.
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42.  Petitioner intends to seek administrative closure or comparable
procedural relief in removal proceedings so that USCIS may adjudicate his
pending provisional unlawful-presence waiver and he may pursue lawful
permanent residence through the statutory process Congress established. In
addition, given the early stage of proceedings, Petitioner may develop the factual
record to seek cancellation of removal.

43.  Following his detention, Petitioner sought a custody redetermination
hearing pursuant to INA § 236(a). The Immigration Judge declined to conduct a
bond hearing, concluding that she lacked jurisdiction based solely on the Board of
Immigration Appeals’ precedential decision in Matter of Yajure-Hurtado, which
instructs immigration judges to treat noncitizens who entered without inspection as
subject to detention under INA § 235(b)(2), regardless of length of time in the
United States or location of apprehension.

44.  As aresult of that ruling, Petitioner was denied any individualized
custody determination, including consideration of flight risk, danger, family ties,
length of residence, or pending avenues of lawful status. The Immigration Judge
did not make any factual findings regarding Petitioner’s suitability for release and
did not exercise discretion under § 236(a).

45.  Because Matter of Yajure-Hurtado is binding on Immigration Judges
and categorically forecloses bond jurisdiction, Petitioner has no meaningful
administrative remedy through the immigration court system. Absent judicial
intervention, he faces continued detention without bond solely by operation of a
binding agency rule, notwithstanding Congress’s detention framework and

longstanding historical interpretation and application.

10

=




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

Case 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document1 Filed 12/23/25 PagelD.11 Page 11 d
18

46. Petitioner therefore brings this action seeking habeas corpus relief
from unlawful detention, as well as declaratory and injunctive relief under the
Administrative Procedure Act, to challenge the legality of DHS’s categorical
application of INA § 235(b)(2) to long-term interior residents placed in § 240
proceedings.

CAUSES OF ACTION
COUNT 1
Violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a):
Unlawful Continued Detention Despite Bond Grant

47.  Petitioner repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates by reference each and
every allegation in the preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein.

48. Under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), noncitizens apprehended in the interior and
placed in § 240 removal proceedings are detained, if at all, subject to
discretionary bond redetermination by an immigration judge.

49.  The statute expressly authorizes release on bond or conditional parole
pending a decision on removal, and the implementing regulations vest Immigration
Judges with jurisdiction to conduct bond hearings. See 8 C.F.R. §§ 1003.19(a),
1236.1(d).

50.  Petitioner was apprehended in the interior of the United States, placed
in § 240 removal proceedings, and is not charged with any offense triggering
mandatory detention under § 1226(c). Nor is he subject to post—final-order
detention under § 1231. Accordingly, § 1226(a) governs his custody.

51.  The congressional intent is reflected in § 236(a), which expressly
authorizes custody redeterminations and release on bond pending a decision on

whether the alien is to be removed from the United States.

11




10

11

12

15

16

17

18

19

Case 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document 1  Filed 12/23/25 PagelD.12 Page 129
18

52.  Nevertheless, the Immigration Judge declined to conduct any custody
redetermination hearing, concluding that she lacked jurisdiction based solely on
Matter of Yajure-Hurtado, which instructs Immigration Judges to categorically
treat noncitizens who entered without inspection as subject to detention under §
1225(b)(2) and ineligible for bond.

S5 Because Matter of Yajure-Hurtado is binding on Immigration
Judges and categorically forecloses bond jurisdiction, Petitioner has no meaningful
administrative remedy to obtain a bond hearing or secure release from custody
through the immigration court system. His continued detention is therefore solely
the product of a binding agency rule that exceeds statutory authority, rather than an
individualized assessment of danger or flight risk.

54. Respondents’ application of § 1225(b)(2) to detain Petitioner without
a bond hearing exceeds their statutory authority, violates 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), and
results in unlawful civil detention in the absence of the procedural safeguards
Congress required.

55.  Accordingly, Petitioner is entitled to habeas corpus relief, as well as
declaratory and injunctive relief, ordering Respondents to provide a prompt
custody redetermination hearing under § 1226(a) or to release Petitioner from
custody pending removal proceedings.

COUNT II
Violation of the Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. § 706)
Unlawful Denial of Bond Jurisdiction

56. Petitioner repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates by reference each and
every allegation in the preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein.
57.  The INA and its implementing regulations authorize Immigration

12
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Judges to redetermine custody for noncitizens apprehended in the interior and
placed in § 240 proceedings. See 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a); 8 C.F.R. §§ 1003.19(a),
1236.1(d). For decades, EOIR and DHS consistently applied § 236(a) to such
individuals, affording bond hearings before an IJ, consistent with the statute’s text
and EOIR’s 1997 rulemaking.

58. In July 2025, however, ICE abruptly abandoned this settled practice.
Through an internal memorandum, ICE instructed its trial attorneys to resist §
236(a) bond hearings across the board for all who had entered without inspection,
regardless of how long they had resided in the United States or where they were
arrested. That directive, though aimed at DHS attorneys, had the practical effect of
shifting the adjudicatory framework once EOIR began adopting the same
categorical position.

59. Two months later, in Matter of Yajure Hurtado, 29 1&N Dec. 216
(BIA 2025), the Board of Immigration Appeals formally ratified that position,
holding that all noncitizens who entered without inspection are detained under §
235(b)(2) and categorically ineligible for bond. That decision stripped Immigration
Judges of jurisdiction to conduct bond hearings, even where an 1J had already
found release appropriate.

60. This abrupt reversal of decades of practice was adopted without notice
and comment, lacks reasoned explanation, and is contrary to the governing statute
and regulations. The BIA’s post hoc rationale in Yajure Hurtado cannot cure those
defects.

61. Under Loper Bright Enterprises v. Raimondo, 144 S. Ct. 2244 (2024),

this Court owes no Chevron deference to the agency’s construction of § 235(b)(2),
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but must apply its own judgment to the statutory text. Properly construed, §
235(b)(2) does not apply to long-term residents arrested in the interior and placed
in § 240 proceedings.

62. Accordingly, Respondents’ categorical reclassification is unlawful,
arbitrary, capricious, and not in accordance with law within the meaning of 5
U.S.C. § 706(2).

COUNT I1I
Violation of Procedural Due Process (Fifth Amendment)

63. Petitioner repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates by reference each and
every allegation in the preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein.

64. . The Fifth Amendment provides that no person shall be deprived of
liberty without due process of law. U.S. Const. amend. V.

65. Freedom from imprisonment—from government custody, detention,
or other forms of physical restraint—lies at the heart of the liberty that the Due
Process Clause protects. Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S. 678, 690 (2001). Noncitizens
in removal proceedings possess a substantial liberty interest in freedom from
unnecessary civil detention.

66.  Petitioner is subject to pre-removal detention pending the outcome of
removal proceedings under INA § 240, and is not cflarged with any offense
triggering mandatory detention. Under the statutory framework Congress enacted,
such detention is discretionary and must be accompanied by an opportunity for
individualized custody review before a neutral adjudicator.

67. Nevertheless, the Immigration Judge declined to conduct any custody

redetermination hearing for Petitioner, concluding that she lacked jurisdiction
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based solely on Matter of Yajure-Hurtado. As a result, Petitioner was denied any
opportunity to present evidence or receive an individualized assessment of danger,
flight risk, ability to pay, or alternatives to detention.

68. By categorically foreclosing bond jurisdiction for a broad class of
noncitizens, Respondents’ policy deprives Petitioner of a meaningful opportunity
to seek release from civil detention and converts discretionary pre-removal
detention into mandatory detention without process.

69. This categorical denial of a bond hearing bears no reasonable
relationship to the purposes of civil immigration detention and results in prolonged
confinement based solely on legal classification rather than individualized
findings. Such detention is fundamentally inconsistent with the procedural
protections required by the Fifth Amendment.

70. At a minimum, due process requires that individuals subject to
discretionary civil immigration detention receive a bond hearing before a neutral
adjudicator, with consideration of alternatives to detention and an opportunity to be
heard. The complete denial of any such hearing violates basic principles of
procedural fairness.

71.  Because Respondents’ binding policy eliminates all individualized
custody review and mandates detention by legal classification alone, Petitioner is
deprived of the procedural safeguards required by the Due Process Clause and
remains detained without any meaningful opportunity to seek release.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Petitioner respectfully requests that this Court:
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A. Declare that INA § 236(a), not § 235(b)(2), governs Petitioner’s custody
as a long-term resident arrested in the interior and placed in § 240 proceedings, and
that Respondents’ contrary application of § 235(b)(2) is unlawful;

B. Enjoin Respondents from enforcing any categorical policy or practice that
denies Immigration Judges jurisdiction to conduct bond hearings under § 236(a)
for noncitizens who entered without inspection but are placed in § 240
proceedings;

C. Set aside, as unlawful under the Administrative Procedure Act,
Respondents’ detention policy—including the July 2025 ICE guidance and its
ratification in Matter of Yajure-Hurtado, 29 I&N Dec. 216 (BIA 2025)—as applied
to Petitioner, and enjoin its enforcement to the extent it forecloses individualized
custody determinations required by § 236(a);

D. Issue a writ of habeas corpus directing Respondents to provide Petitioner
with an immediate custody redetermination hearing under INA § 236(a) before a
neutral adjudicator, or, in the alternative, to release Petitioner from custody
pending removal proceedings if such a hearing is not promptly provided,;

E. Award reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs under the Equal Access to
Justice Act, 28 U.S.C. § 2412, or any other applicable authority;

F. Grant such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

Dated: December 22,, 2025

Respectfully submitted,

s/Ray Estolano -
Attorney for Petitioner,
Alejandro Sandoval-Garcia
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EXHIBIT LIST

A . Notice to Appear

B. Custody Redetermination
Motion with supporting exhibits

C. 1J Order Declining Bond Jurisdiction

18

Page 17 4f




Case 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document1 Filed 12/23/25 PagelD.18 Page 18 of
18

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on December 23, 2025, I electronically filed the
oregoing with the Clerk of the Court for the United States District Court, Southern
District of California using the CM/ECF system.

Participants in the case who are registered CM/ECF users will be served by
the appellate CM/ECF system.

There are no known participants who are not registered CM/ECF
participants.

Dated: December 23 2025

s/Ray Estolano
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Ray Estolano, Esq. (SBN 204919)
545 H Street, Suite A

Chula Vista, California 91910
619-476-1291

Attorney for Petitioner,
Alejandro Sandoval-Garcia
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ALEJANDRO SANDOVAL-GARCIA, ) CaseNo. '25CV3738LL MSB

)

)
v. ) EXHIBITS FOR

PAM BONDI, Attorney General of the ; ﬂE&NC%%gSRI A'IILI(];F
United States, in her official capacity; ) COMPLAINT FOR

KRISTI NOEM, Secretary of the U.S. ) DECLARATORY AND
Department of Homeland Security, in her ) INJUNCTIVE RELIEF; AND
official capacity; EXECUTIVE OFFICE ) MOTION FOR T.R.O ’

FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW; TODD e
LYONS, Acting Director of U.S.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement,
in his official capacity; PATRICK
DIVVER, ICE Field Office Director for
San Diego County, in his official capacity;
WARDEN OF IMPERIAL REGION
DETENTION FACILITY.

Respondent.

Petitioner,

N N N N S N N N S N

| of




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

hse 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document 1-2  Filed 12/23/25
42

TABLE OF EXHIBITS

A . Notice to Appear

Custody Redetermination (Bond)
Motion with supporting exhibits

C. 1J Order Declining Bond Jurisdiction

PagelD.22

2-5

7-37

39-40

Page

D of




Case 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document 1-2  Filed 12/23/25 PagelD.23 Page 3 of
42

EXHIBIT A

EXHIBIT A

001



Case 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document 1-2  Filed 12/23/25 PagelD.24 Page 4 of

Uploaded on: 10/22/2025 at 08:32:48 AM (Pacific Daylight Time)2 Base City: IMP

EOIR — 1 of 4

DEPARTMENTGFHGMELAND SECURITY .,ﬂ’v‘
NOTIGE TOAPPEAR i . g

= ]

lumi wmwmmwmw oﬂitmlusﬁmm Janu nﬂmym

mmmmm.nny,mwzmma) — “{htea coda end prana e
1:1 vaumwmtﬂwngmn
X Yok éhe:an e Bresant In 1t Urited Stiles whe hias hét beeh admiited or paroled..
[:] vmhmmwmmmemmsmmmﬂemmwmms&mw

'Tmbepmhmnﬁ:fﬁdmdandsewrﬂymugasﬂﬁtm

:.. ¥au wxe not » qtt;.mhu du;mtiduu dttbn mw statye:
g' !mm&nut&no@:bm’.ebmd- q.ttnqutm
4. Mﬂlﬂdﬂnuaitﬂﬂhﬁu .t.u:mxm, o or. skput wakipwn dite:;

| m_-

] 'bum' 3o ""5“&» : o wmmg“ .u“‘mwmm‘*&%m oy the

|

, |
‘d_n hﬂhbdﬁa its édtﬁat si édinremwlhmnthat.lrﬂml usimmﬂmfn
| Pw WYM@ chring You aré sk Stagsp Ifiing.

m ;mmmaaﬂwmnammmwm uw&d di that gou sy
I;!IMMMM mg:':bwmui phucm“&ﬁﬁﬁﬂd ”tﬁ,”

This hhelnglﬂsuad aﬁbranaayl muﬁwrhﬁdfowﬂﬂiaﬁ ident hiag demon; mdibte of
E mdga i the respant 5 hataia Jear:

g smﬁbﬁmyﬁmmsvmﬁmnm [] sofrztast [ SckRzs5SibIENM

YDUAEEORQEREB luappearbefmaanhnnﬂyaﬂm jttd”gaoﬂtmllnitqd Stntasbﬁnwtw&tnfmmﬂnenf;

. PR |

Ol 3, 3625, 8, .0:30 ma maﬁmwwa&deberemvadﬁm' e
- (o) (7Ime).

. qu ! M ey e i |

| ehaiae(ssettarth above; € 09245 SovdsRinES — A\ |
Sl U St e it ﬂﬂmw \_ .
rw pafires i3, 3028 snnxmmmmmssﬂsnm i
o weh - ea ) o n - WW’
DHS Forii 184218722) . el

002



Case 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document 1-2  Filed 12/23/25 PagelD.25 Page5 of

Up!oaded on: 10/22/2025 at 08:32:48 AM (Pacific Daylight Tima)2 Base City: IMP

EOIR — 2 of 4

i leahtbmm
thg'hw afptemat wumlummmewwummmpmmﬁgs.
“Afisn Regiration: Trisoepy of the Natca 1049 sbed o you J svicioncs o a&nmgmm&mmwnmmmm
%umwwlnmwﬁm allérhes. i ot

! o 1F vt 66 cinoss,  ba Fopmeants by this m_mwéme;mwhmbm erd B s Mo o Gl il
e il ﬁﬁmmm%w;mwww;asmww*
-Wmmﬂmlmmmymmm&mmm&ammmanpmwdaa% his notice,

: lfmw&hn

ol 7
;tﬁnm . Al your *"mf"‘}‘m‘” ﬁwﬁ Ma;ghw& hmMmm ::::W
ool b "’m A e b b od e i mwmw' fmmummm

tgks ey SULh

: om.vwgmwm mwmmm uamwaa yaumnmrmmbwmwﬁr Ag
'Wdﬂmm&m! S Ciipaions gt o i Sommpieyvle
= ;mmmmmmumwmmmmmvwamwmmmmmﬂwmhw ofthwm

,r-umzu AL o i Wi 11 m&
P i S e e e e D e e
g"ﬂ!ﬁf Fﬂomwameﬂbm#mtw%f dmnmwmnm%m.m.%a
mmmh a dmmwmﬂw! Q&MMHMW&MMM&MWMMBWMMMMW

vl be
ﬂfhi!ﬁmﬁd wﬂm m : Atedn mmhmﬁwmm&m«p@ mmmﬁmm
fﬁ&mwhammmmwmmwmmwmm , ¥y mad urender fumummbﬂs

e, wmmasmmmwmm
eal mmu e vaiaty

"“’m ”&me“%wh . ) W@ impl “.?‘”“‘9’?;? i
muhaﬂ g Ig“u atioiry for in thes U m&mﬁ-m Bty _ﬂhﬂm
“ mm W%nhmmgwwﬁ whﬁawmm "‘#ﬂ . m. prcbmsni

gm\vﬂmam rﬁ.mmmﬂm i
maagomw .
mmm mmmmuWMdm wmm:ambhsuynmmﬂnmwwﬁmﬁswmm
mq,ﬁmmaasmmn&

e ”m!“m"”n

‘ﬂmibau! I USL.§ 1%&)(1 m&m %ﬁmﬁbﬁﬁmu.s c. 5m1' g et “

r-‘mumﬂhh Hhe s dithsr: mmm”hamnbuwdznd
%mn tmmmrhm» mamw&mm&iﬂw& &oeumbmm |

mahwnmm Wmmﬁrﬂﬁtmmwmﬂ'nwaWnﬂwmm e Yo Wi ba v |
epplication to fra Trivimtion fidge.

naqummmmp;mmg '
Tédipeatts a deitgrrireion I iy mmimmmmWNWMmmmmwwmmmmﬂmm
m Imﬂvemyrﬁhtha mpwwfmmeﬁmwmmmmmmmMu
mﬂw
1 ‘ cu-ﬂﬁmusm

mmmmwmmmmwmmvmmMmammmmmwwwm
1 Zse(aitiy of o Ack

: B inpermon, [ oy esnied rish, mmama;mi toquestsd [ by redor vl
il Aw{xawﬁhwmm

il M&nmummmmmwmmm&wnm

;mmmmﬁmwmmmm S uwdmmammdmwmmmmd'f

: _ rmwwﬁdmmﬁw)dtmm ‘ ;— '_
| X | 3 sineammn, - Saesdlo
| mm;xmmymmw — T R TR O clicar, i
m%smmmz(ww o " g 4



'EOIR — 3 of 4

Case 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document 1-2  Filed 12/23/25 PagelD.26
Uploaded on: 10/22/2025 at 08:32:48 AM (Pacific Daylight Time)2Base C:ty IMP

Pﬂvapymamm
'ﬂbﬂem:muhmm Smhy

et

12251228, ﬂnﬂﬂwumﬂwngnm

i hwwhﬁ?&m@ﬁwmﬂmw@wﬂwm Pt et m““’““""’w

Page 6 of

2ad Wrlyririn Senvices 356 £ Cystoins emm:mg,,.l,smm 2 b i
.mmamwwwummmm.mﬁmmmw prarlone dard: 5 P ’%&f{'ﬁ |

Wﬂi‘mm‘nﬁw g :
ey %ﬁmmw

Sitory provitos el & o o caduce wmm

'.u oy dwﬂn‘:qummﬁ for S5t ’E@:‘“:‘“’Wm?m o mﬂgﬁaﬂ%mmw ratn gt
Same By bﬁmndmmum "fmm ”"*"“""“” ook asrmmwmqmm’"mmmgm“,m”.g.:.
MM o éunﬁrmﬂ\stmmdu. gﬁ,m_

Wmmwasom' Tw! mm o .
wmms Mﬁnﬂaﬁﬁ uw ¥
- mm:mmm;wmmw
) Mwmmm@uﬁdmmm HS Infarmalioy qmn‘irmm
‘ mmnm;mww Mﬁw?mmm% B;aﬁq mﬁmwm

| ;u' M“H“’,ﬂm‘“m%m 2t oty it ni

mumam“‘f;“”‘“mwmmﬁmmﬁmmmmm .

I

Pagedor 4

004



BOIR — 4 of 4

Case 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document 1-2  Filed 12/23/25 PagelD.27
Uploaded on: 10/22/2025 at 08:32:48 AM (Pacific Daylight Time)2 Base City: IMP

Page 7 of

ok

”

" 0 e e g et ;

878 DRs/3Cs, ie/msor 1572 ga

toway Riad, Celsdics, CALIFORNTA S723%

Tile

P b St ey iy

—{ 1071872025 |

005



Case 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document 1-2  Filed 12/23/25 PagelD.28 Page 8 of
42

EXHIBIT B

EXHIBIT B

006



Case 3:25-cv-03738-LL-MSB  Document 1-2  Filed 12/23/25 PagelD.29 Page 9 of
42

RAY ESTOLANO, Esq. (SBN 204919)

545 H STREET, SUITE A
CHULA VISTA, CALIFORNIA 91910
TELEPHONE: 619-476-1291

Attorney for Respondent DETAINED

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE EXECUTIVE
OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW

IMPERIAL, CALIFORNIA IMMIGRATION COURT

2 - v
Sandoval-Garcia, Alejandro ) >A<
)
)
)
Respondent, )
) "
INREMOVAL PROCEEDINGS )
)
Hon. Immigration Judge: Meghan E. Heesch Next Hearing: 12/15/2025 9:00AM

RESPONDENT’S MOTION FOR BOND HEARING AND WAIVER OF TEN-DAY
NOTICE
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RAY ESTOLANO, Esq. (SBN 204919)

545 H STREET, SUITE A
CHULA VISTA, CALIFORNIA 91910 DETAINED
TELEPHONE: 619-476-1291

Attcrnoy for Raspondont

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE EXECUTIVE
OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW

IMPERIAL, CALIFORNIA IMMIGRATION COURT

Sandovnl'Garcla. Alc_landro

|

Respcndanr_,

IN REMOVAL PROCEEDINGS

ey N e o

RESPONDENT’S MOTION FOR BOND HEARING
AND WAIVER OF TEN-DAY NOTICE

Page 10

Ru:poneent, Ato_]andro Sandcval'Garcla. by and through undersigned counsel, Ray. A

Es:olano, hereby moves the Im migration Court to grant his request for an Immigration bond

and weaiver of ten-day notice requlrement. R-spundent maintains that his requestto grant a bond

Is proper for the following reasons.

Ruspcndnn: Is 8 54'year'old national of Moxico (Exh. A) Hls last entry Iinto tho

Unlted Statos was without inspection on or about Docembor 25, 2001 On Ocotbor 6. 2017.

Respondent married to his US Cltlzon wifeo, Curman Julla Ar.enclo (Ex h. B and C) On

Decemsber 13, 2025 Respondent’s wife rited a |-130 Potition for Atien Relative on benair or

Respondont. Alo_jnndro Sandoval Gnrcin, which it was approved on March -]4. 2019 (Exh. D)
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Page 11

Slnco then, the immigrant viss petition has been pending at the Naclonal Vlsa Canl‘.ar waiting

for the l'CSOI'I.ItiOD of Respondent’s I'601A provisional waivar for his unlawful presance. Um:ll

Octobm' 22. 2025. when Rospondanr_ was deotalned by |CE close to a Homo Dapct location

and placed In removal proceedings.

Respcndc;n: Is Not Subject to Manda:ory Detention.

In & recent secision, (Lazaro Maldonado Bautista v. Ernesto Santacruz Jr, 5:25-cv-01873 the
US Dlstrlct Court for the Cantral Dlscrlct of Canrornlu cortifiled a natlonwide class of noncltizens
who must be glven access to bond heoarings under 8 USC § 1226(::)

1.

Noncitizens who entered the Unltod S\:atos without inspection
2. Wero not approhended at the border or upoen arrival, and

3. Ara not subject to mandatory detention undar.

§ 1226(c) (crl minal mandatory detonr.lon)
§ 1225(:;)(1) (o:podlcod removal)

§ 1231 (posl.""flﬂal order detanr.lon)

Rosponaont meets the statutory requirement be given accoss to bond hearings under 8

USC § 1226(0) since he Is not subject to mandatory custody under INA § 236(c)

Il.

Rtspondonc Morlcs a Roasonablo Bond. An |mmlgrn\:lon .Judge may grant bond

under lNA § 236(:1) If the Rosponden: demonstrates he Is neither a danger to the com munity nor a
riighe risk, Malter oquerra. 24 |&N Dee. 37 (BIA 2006) Respondont submits that he Is neither a

danger nor o flight risk, such that he merits release on conditional parole or 8 reasonable bond.
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The Respondent is not a danger to the conimunity. He has no convictions and-one arrest.

B. Respoiitdent Is Not.a Flight Risk.

Respondent is a person of good moral chiaracter with:strang community. ties aid a pathiway-
fo relief, He lms begn tesiding and working continugusly.in the' United Sfates, residing{Los.
Angeles County stiice his entry in Decembier 2001, more than 24 years 4go, He lives with his wife.
Who is also-sponsoring his bond, showing enough current ificome to-support him (Exh. E and F).
Respondent also has a diagnosis of diabetes that requires regular monitoring, a strict-diet, and
médication, whith he has-béen unableto follow with since biging detained, tisking his health
{Exh. G).

With strong ‘comshunity. ties:and a patliway to relief. Respondent is ot a-fliglit risk.
Respondent through counsel waives ten-day requiremont riotice and respeetfully requests.a. bond
liearing 2s soon as réasomably possible. The Department of Flomeland Security will not be
prejudiced, and the Trial Artorney will have abletime to prepare for the above-mentioned.case.
Respondent is.cumrently detained bur has not issued a bond. There will be nia hardship-or

restraints or'this court and Judicial Economy will not.be altered.

WHEREFORE, Respondent respect fully moves the Court to grant his request for release
on & minimum immigration bond.

Respect{ully submitted,

Dated: 12/03/2025

Ray KX Estolano, Esq.
Atlorney for Respondent:
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE EXECUTIVE
OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW

SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA IMMIGRATION COURT

INTHE MATTEROF IN REMOVAL PROCEEDINGS

Asejandro Sendovei-Gareis, >v<
(RESPONDENT)

ORDER OF THE IMMIGRATION JUDGE

Upon consideration of RCSPOI'Iant’S Motion for Bond Haarlng and Waivor of
Ton doy Noclco, itis HEREBY ORDERED that the motion be
[ ] GRANTED [ ] DENIED secsuse!

[ ] DHS does not oppose the motion.

[ ] The respondent dooes not ocppose the motion.

[ ] A response to the motion has not been filed with the court.

[ ] Good cause has been established for the motion.

[ ] The court agrees with the reasons stated In the opposition to the motion. [ ]
Tho motion Is untimely per [ ]
Orher:

Deadtines:

[ ] The appllcacion(s) for relief must be filed by

[ ] The respondent must comply with DHS blometrics Instructions

Datc:

Hon. Mngnn E Hoesch

Cartiflcnte or Sorvlco

This document was served by. [ ] Mnli [ ] Personal Service
To:[ ] Allen [ ] Alien c/o Custodial Orricer [] Alien’s Attomey [ ]
DHS Daete: By: Court Sterr
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Ray Estolano, SBN 204919

Estolano Law

545 H St Suite A

Chula Vista, CA 91910 DETAINED
Telephone: (619) 476-1291

Facsimile: 619-872-0375
Email: estolanolaw@gmail.com

Attorney for Respondent

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW
UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION COURT
SAN DIEGO, CALIFORNIA

IN THE MATTER OF File:>v<

Sandoval-Garcia, Alejandro

In Removal Proceedings

MOTION FOR BOND HEARING AND WAIVER OF TEN-DAY NOTICE

EXHIBITS LIST
EXHIBIT iz

A Respondent’s Mexican Passport 3

B Respondent’s Marriage Certificate 5

C Respondent’s Wife and Bond Sponsor US Passport and 7-8

California Driver License

D Respondent’s I-130 Receipt and Approval Notice 10-11
E Respondent’s wife and Bond Sponsor 2024 Income Tax Return | 13-14
F Respondent’s wife and Bond Sponsor Recent Bank Statement | 16

G Respondent’s Medical Record 18

H Good Moral Character and Support Letters 20-25

T o2
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Department of Homeland Security of 42

US. Gﬁzcnsbig and Immigration Services

Form 1-797C, Notice of Action

THIS NOTICE DOES NOT GRANT ANY IMMIGRATION STATUS OR BENEFIT.

ROTICETYPE . KOTICE DATE
Receipt December 17, 2017
CASETYPE USCIS ALIEN NUMBER
1-130, Petition for Alien Relative —
RECEIPT NUMBER RECEIVED DATE PAGE

| ——— December 13, 2017 1of1
PRIORITY DATE PREFERENCE CLASSIFICATION DATE OF BIRTH

| December 13, 2017 201 B INA SPOUSE OF USC January 04, 1966

PAYMENT INFORMATION:

% AppEcation/Petition Fee:  $535.00
—— Bemsitore: 500

TotalAmount Recelved:  $535.00
Total Batance Dus: $0.00
T T R (T L B E3

LEPLICANTRETTITONER NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS. e € c

The I-130, Petition for Alien Relative has been received by our oﬂiceforthefoﬁowingbméﬁéaﬁrsandisinpm:

1=
<<

Name Date of Birth Country of Birth Class (If Applicable)
SANDOVAL GARCIA, ALEJANDRC 1971 MEXICO

Please verify your personal information listed above and immediately notify the USCIS National Customer Service Center at the
phnnenmnberlistedbelowiftheteareanychmgm :

Please note that if a priority date is printed on this notice, the priority does not reflect earlier retained priority dates.

A valid G-28 was NOT received with your case. If you wish to be represented, please contact your attorney or accredited
representative to subpit a G-28 to the USCIS logation listed at the bottom of this notice. For more information on filing G-28,/u
please visit htip:/fwww. uscis. gov/forms/fi ling-your-form-g-28.

If you have questions about possible immigration benefits and services, filing information, or USCIS forms, please call the USCIS

National Customer Service Center (NCSC) at 1-800-375-5283. If you are hearing impaired, please call the NCSC TDD at
1-800-767-1833. Please also refer to the USCIS website: www.uscis.gov. ’

If you have any questions or comments regarding this notice orthcs!ah:sofyommse,pleaseénntzctouramtnmersmioc number.

You will be notified separately about any other case you may have filed.

USCIS Office Address: USCIS Customer Service Number:
USCIS (800)375-5283

Texas Service Center APPLICANT COPY

P.O. Box 851488

Mesquite, TX 75185-1488

10

AR

I this Is an interview or bfometrics appointment notice, please see the back of this notlce for important information. Form1-797C ominy %!
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U'S. Citizenship and Immigration Services of 42 Form I-797C, Notice of ction

| THIS NOTICE DOES NOT GRANT ANY IMMIGRATION STATUS OR BENEFIT. |

bwﬂ m& 1&; s ONFO! RELATIVE
—— 130- PETITIONFOR ALIEN.
rr— Priartly Date Tellianer
1211312017 121132017 ATENCIO, LIA
| Notice Dato Page Deneliciary ; .
03/1472019 1ofl SANDOVAL GARCIA, ALEJANDRO RUFINO
CARMEN JULIA ATENCIO Notice Type: Approval Nolice
c/o JUAN MORALES REYES Section: Husband or wife of U.S. Cilizen,
ATTORNEY JUAN MORALES REYES 201(b) INA
{3786 S HAWTHORNE BLVD :
HAWTHORNE CA 90250

We have mailed an official nolice about this case (2nd any relevant documentalion) according to the mailing preferences you chiose on Form G-28, Notics
O(I":‘Entry of Appearance as Almrnaor Accredited Representative. This is:a courtesy copy, not the gdzl nolice. 8

L. < o
“The above petition s been appraved. As the petitioner requests, we have sen the petition (0 the US. I:.’»:panmcnl of State National Visa Center (NVQ),.

32 Rochester Avenue, Porismouth, NB 03801-2909. The NVC processes all approved innmigrant visa gélitions that need-consular action. It also determines
which, consular postis ihe appropriate consulate to complets visa prozessing. The NVC will then forward the approved petition to that consulate.

The NVC will contact the beneficiary of this petition with further informatien about immigrant visa progessing steps.

You should nllow a minimum of 30 days for U.§. Depart:uent of State processing before contacting the NVC. Ifyou hiave not reccived any comespondence
from the NVC within 30 days, you may-contact the NVC by c-mail at NVCINQUIRY @statc.gov. You Ayill need {o enter the USCIS receipt nuniber from

this approval notice in the subject line. In order to receive information about your petition, you will need‘to include in the bady of the ¢-mail your name and
date of birth. and the Applicant’s (beneficiary"s) nnme and date of birth, .

THIS FORM IS NOT A VISA. AND MAY NOT BE USED IN PLACE OF A VISA. 28

The approval of this visa pelition docs not in itself grant any imigration. statts and docs not gupmnice Ut the alien beneficiary will subsequently be lound
1o'be eligible for 2 visn, for admission (o the United States. or For an extenslon, change, or adjustment of siatus,

NQTICE: Although this application or petltion has been approved, USCIS and the U.S, Depanment of Bomelond Sccurity reserve the right to verify this
information befare and/or afier making a decision on your case 50 we o ensure that you lave compled-with applicable laws; rules, regukaions. and other
Jegal aythoritics. We.may sevicw public information aad records, coatact pihers bymail, the intemet of phone, conduct ifé faspectians of basincsses and
residences, or use other methods of verification. We will use the informalion obigined to determine wbcﬂfcryon arc cligible Tor the benefit yoo seck. IF we
find any derogatory infarmation, we will follow the low Tn determining whetherto provide you {and thedogal repeeseatative Jisted on. your Fomm G-28, if
you submilted ong) on opporwnity to address that information before we make a formal decision on yout Ease or start proceedings.

.

el seql

NG

Please sce 01caddidonn1 information on 1he back. You will be notificd separalely about any other cases you (iled,

Texas Service Center '
U. 5. CITIZENSHIP & IMMIGRATICN SVC I
P.Q. Box 851488~ DEPT A i
Mesquite TX 75185-1458 [
USCIS Contuct Center: wiwascis.pov/confacteenter :

If this'is an interview or biometrics appointment notice, please see the back of thisnotice for important information.- Form 17970 dsm7hin 022
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 Diciriitiet, 22025

‘Bxecistive Office for Iminlgration Review
Office of the immigration Judge
‘San Diego; Calffornia 92154

* RerAlejandraRisfino Sandoval Garciz

Horitrsble fudge:

Myhame i isCarmen Julia Atencio, a United States¢itizen’by naturalization. Thave personally
knuwnAlqmdroRnﬁno Sandoval Garcia for 11 years 45 my Spouse..

Thronghout iy relahonshxpmthAleJaudmRnﬁm Sandoval Garciz, I have experieiced s .
mpanszble and thoughtful individual who consistently strives to be & madel migniber of the
‘cothiittsity: Tniaddition, Alejandro Rufino-Sandpval Gamaxsadﬂ:gentwm adew&mdﬁmﬂy
péxstm; and/an fndividual of strong mordl shatastér dind jidgment.

Mﬁmmw bbnd/wiihour alder- Aghliors beca:iﬂemnstnftﬁsm M&sbyﬂ:mselvesss

handjmmwhsnthemﬁxgcmmu:wasmahnglwtomsgam Formm&rowvmy.;_ iartant &
say Betlo even do his Enpfish speaking’is Fmited.

h.!aﬁna::y 42096, T am turiing sixty yeats:old, and we made a promise to-ourselves it we will
botogether forever, I hid-a knee surgery in 2018 i1 recalled right Afejandrc:mads:a bed in other
for itie: msleep o the:first fioorof: vurtwo floor condo betauseL was notzllowed to:put weight
-on my lefi leg: Wethad never been away no mate than two or thres wieks. T facllnaim&ﬁagﬂe,
s very difficitt for the to slesp thivrethan 5 hotirs-a day. 1 am fot young sty mte Since.
Qctober 17,2025 ] am suffering from body achie. As a psychology studeitt, the fevels-of oprtisol
-otthestress horiones are extremely Righ. Larn afeid that¥ could suffer a stroke- oraliéart
nﬂtfﬁﬂk,ﬁhemnmnsm unmlgmiwndatepﬁau.

o
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| Lam:thus-confident in:ony belief that, nioving forward, Alejandro-Rufino. Sandbval Gamzwll
' continme to work toward the betterment of our commitmity and seek torech.ﬁr Y TS

| Ay havemademthepastnmmysmwmhbpeﬁatﬁw court will take this Tetter Thto

' iom i its decision migking.

[ Tdectare nider pénaity that the foregoing statemtmt i trme:and correct to the bestof my own
5 persanal knowledge:

'Please-domot hesitate to contact me if you shoxild requife any farther information.

Crtmen JuliaAesio.
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Subject: Recommendation in support of Alejandro
Dear Sir/Madam:

This letter is written to recommend Alejandro Rufino Sandoval Garcia, whom the author has
known for over 6 years as my Step Father. The author is a U.S. Citizen and their occupation is
Lincoln Electric Field Technician, Air National Guardsman and a US Marine Vet.

The author has witnessed Alejandro’s exceptional moral character. He has consistently
demonstrated being an honest and hard working man. He has provided for my mother even
before they were married and assists in the community when he can given the current social
climate. He is an added benefit to my mother’s and my own life. He helps me improve my
Spanish and [ help him with his English when I go home to visit my mother. After purchasing
my property.

Alejandro Rufino Sandoval Garcia immediately offered himself to assist me in building a

foundation and other preliminary work to help me build my home. Without him I will be a man
short to build my home.

Furthermore, if Alejandro Rufino Sandoval Garcia were deported, the community would lose
someone wWho has contributed so positively. He is a force for good, a role model, and someone
who genuinely cares about the well-being of others.

He has given me a lot of knowledge when it comes to the work I am able to do myself on my
land and without him I would have to rely on others who may not have my best interest in mind
but he just wants to see me thrive. Even as his Adult Stepson and our language barrier he still
treats me as a son and like I mentioned before he does mentor me like a father would. For these
reasons, it is respectfully requested that the situation of Alejandro Rufino Sandoval Garcia is
considered with the utmost compassion and faimess. He deserves the opportunity to remain in
this country and continue building a productive and meaningful life here, with their family and in
their commumity.

The author declares that all the information provided is true and correct that the deportation of
Alejandro Rufino Sandoval Garcia would have a devastating impact on both him and their loved
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ones. He is the primary caregiver of their family, which includes my mother and if I were to need
assistance in whatever way he could provide he would be there for me in a heart beat, The
immigration status of their spouse, who is a U.S. citizen, and adult son is also a U.S. citizen.
Their absence would not only cause tremendous emotional pain due to family separation, but it
would also create extreme economic hardship for my mother. She has received many on the job
injuries in service to this nation as a US postal carrier and Alejandro’s presence is a huge help
when it comes to getting around the house carrying cumbersome items up and down the stairs of
their condo. It would also put a financial strain on my mother since she already works 2 jobs and
goes to school where his income as a construction worker goes a long way to pay their bills.

For these reasons, it is respectfully requested that the situation of Alejandro Rufino Sandoval
Garcia is considered with the utmost compassion and fairness. He deserves the opportunity to
remain in this country and continue building a productive and meaningful life here, with their
family and in their community.

The author declares that all the information provided is true and correct to the best of their
knowledge.

Sincerely, Ezra Tatanka Atencio
Semper Fi
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November 5, 2025

Subject: Recommendation in support of Alejandro Rufino Sandoval Garcia

Dear Sir/Madam:

This letter is written to recommend Alejandro Rufino Sandoval Garcia, whom | have known for
nine years as my neighbor. | am a U.S. Citizen, and a retired manager of an import department.

| write this letter with deep gratitude and urgency on behalf of Alejandro, a man whose
extraordinary character has profoundly impacted me and the lives of many in our El Segundo
community.

For the past several years, Alejandro has lived across the street from me and has consistently
shown himself to be one of the most honest, hardworking, kind, and respectful peaple | have '
ever known. As an elderly woman living with rheumatoid arthritis, | often struggle with simple
tasks. Alejandro has been extremely helpful, especially since my husband was moved to a full
time care facility. Without ever being asked, Alejandro notices when my trash cans are still at the
curb and quietly wheels them back to my driveway. When | needed to dispose of large items, he
arranged a junk removal for me. When my freezer broke, he came over immediately and fixed it
himself. These are not isolated acts, they are a testament to his everyday character.

During the darkest days of the pandemic, Alejandro and his wife Carmen became lifelines for my
husband and me. After my husband suffered a devastating accident that left him paralyzed,
followed by a colon cancer diagnosis that confined him to bed, we were both extremely high-risk
and terrified to leave the house. Week after week, Alejandro and Carmen showed up at our door
with toilet paper, bandages, groceries, whatever we needed.

Alejandro is far more than a good neighbor, he is an important member of our community. To
lose him would be a detriment to me and the community. He is a devoted husband to Carmen, a
United States citizen, and a loving father. Together they share a home and a life built on mutual
sacrifice. Alejandro’s income is essential to their mortgage and daily expenses. His deportation
would tear his family apart, inflicting emotional trauma and putting his family at risk of financial
hardship. For me personally, the thought of Alejandro being taken away is heartbreaking. Our
neighborhcod would lose a role model, and a genuine good person.

I respectfully ask that you consider Alejandro’s case with the compassion and faimess it
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deserves. He has eamed the right to remain in the country he loves, with the family who needs
him, and the community that is better because of him.

I declare that all the information provided is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Sincerely,

25 36
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‘Ray-Estolano, SBN 204919
Estalatio Law
545°H St Suite A . _
Chula Vista, CA 91910 DETAINED

Telephone: (619) 476-1291
Fadsimile: 619-872-0375

Email: ustobinlasgiman. van
Antorney for Respondent

'UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
EXECUTIVE OFTICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW
UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION COURT
IMPERIAL, CALIFORNIA

IN THE MATTER OF File: Pl
-Sdndoval-Gardia, Alejaitdio

‘In-Reynoval Proceedings

| :am over the age.of 18, and not a:party to thisaction. 1 hereby certify that a copy of
Respondent’s Motion for Bond Hearing and Waiver of Ten-Day Notice and Exhibits were
served on this.date to:

U.S. Department of Homeland Security
U.S. Immigration and Custoriss Enforzement
Office of Chief Counsel

‘880 Front Street, Suite 2246

‘San Diego, CA 92101
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EXHIBIT C

EXHIBIT C
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Respondent Name:

To:

SANDOVAL-GARCIA, ALEJANDRO

Vargas, Osvaldo Adrian
100 N. Citrus St.

Suite# 505

West Covina, CA 91791

of 42

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW
IMPERIAL IMMIGRATION COURT

A-Number:
——
Riders:
In Custody Redetermination Proceedings

Date:
12/08/2025

ORDER OF THE IMMIGRATION JUDGE

The respondent requested a custody redetermination pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 1236. After full consideration of

Page 41

the evidence presented, the respondent’s request for a change in custody status is hereby ordered:

Denied, because

The Court is without jurisdiction to détermine bond in this Ease, pursuant to Matter of
Yayure-Hurtado, 29 I&N Dec. 218 (BIA 2025)

O Granted. It is ordered that Respondent be:
O released from custody on his own recognizance.
O released from custody under bond of $

d other;

O Other:

0

o)
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DKot

Immigration Judge: Perry, Anne Kristina 12/08/2025

Appeal: Department of Homeland Security: waived O reserved
Respondent: O waived reserved
Appeal Due: 01/08/2026

Certificate of Service
This document was served:

Via: [ M ] Mail | [ P ] Personal Service | [ E ] Electronic Service | [ U] Address Unavailable
To: [ ] Alien | [ ] Alien c/o custodial officer | [ E ] Alien atty/rep. | [ E ] DHS

Respondent Name : SANDOVAL-GARCIA, ALEJANDRO | A-Number : [
Riders:

Date: 12/09/2025 By: LUGO, CASSANDRA, Court Staff
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