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respectfully submits this Opposition to the Respondent9s Motion to Dismiss
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government9s <untenable= reading of ’

.  Thus, the Court should grant Petitioner9s habeas 

petition because he is unquestionably eligible for bond and the government9s misreading of 
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2494908, at *11 (<To adopt [the government9s] view would be to undermine more than a century 

of precedent[.]=).

he Supreme Court has emphasized that § 1252(g) should be given a <narrow 

reading= and does not cover <all claims arising from deportation proceedings.=  

the Respondents9 decision to commence removal proceedings against him, and he will continue to 

(S.D. Fla. Sept. 9, 2025) (<[T]he Court does not believe that § 1252(g) bars review of this case to 

the extent Grigorian seeks only 8substantive review of the underlying legal bases9 of his 

detention.=).  This 9s claims challenging 

Respondents9 fundamental misunderstanding of the statutes governing discretionary bond 

9s position that he is eligible for 

4 4



Respondents in their Opposition, essentially regurgitates the Board of Immigration Appeals9 

, 603 U.S. 369 (2024) (holding that <

[.]=).  The 





a violation of the Administrative Procedure Act (<APA=) and it results in a 

violation of Petitioner9s procedural and substantive due process rights.
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