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INTRODUCTION 

1, Petitioner; [VIVA Vo QCHtAY petitions this Court for-a wiit'6f habeas 
‘Corpus'to remedy Petitioners indefinite detention by Respondents. Petitioner submits this: 
‘Menioranduma of Law int Supportiof the Pelition fér'a: Writ of Fabien’ Corpus. 

2. Asthe:Supreme Court held in: Zadydas v.: Davis, $33:U.S. 678:(2001), ndacitizens catinot 
bé:détdined indefinitely: ifthe gdvermeht'is'unable:to ‘canty out their removal. Instead, 

detention after e:final, order‘of: removal:is authorized, only when removal is. reasonably 

foreseeable. ‘As‘a:guide:to-courts, the. Court in- Zadvydas.esmiblished. A‘ presumption that 

detention afer a final otter of removal was petmiistible fer six months: Detention after a 
Ain! order shay:be iutlawdful event whien six: montis: have not finssed, pahticilasty it 1s 
‘clear that the United States will. not be dble'to. effect a:noncitizen’s:removal.:But after that 

six-month: period, once a noncitizen: provides “good. reason to believe:that there'is no 

significant likeliliood of removal in the ‘reasonably foreseeéble'fiuture, the Government 

must resptnid with evidenite sufficient to ncbiit that showing,” And'the:longera nioncitizen 

‘hag been detained, the stronger the governinent's showing must be. 

3, Petitioner is:entitled to release under the framework of Zadvydas unless the government 

promptly. demonstrates that.there is.a significant likelihood of removal in the Teasonably 

foreseeable’ futiire, 

4. Petitioner respectfully .requests.that the Couit. use its’ authority. under.28.U:S.C. §:2243:to 

order the. Respondents.to file.a.retun within three:days; unless they can show good cause 

for-additional-time, See'28-U:S:C. § 2243 (stating: that-an-onder to stow cause: why a 

Petition for.a writ of habeas corpus should be denied is returnable “within three days unless 

for good caiise additional time, not exceeding twenty days, is allowed”).
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5. Incorderito permit:full judicial review-of thé claims herein and ‘requested relief Petitioner 

reapectfully requests that the Court ordet Respondents not to transfer Pelitioiier outside the 
jurisdiction of this Court pending consideration: of this Petition, 

STATEMENT.OF FACTS 

& ‘Petitioner was born in: LLG SR P 

7.. Petiioner entered the United States on:onabout: YWAQCH ILL OO | 
8. An-lauigration: Judge: ordered Petitionér removed from:the United. States-on-or-about 
JUNG 34 2015 ; 

9 Reganding Appeals: Po Tir nig WO Nor Fits 
AN psPeAu Bur Witt  Looune to 
ae? ONG IN tire Fecrupe . 

10 “Petitioner has cooperated: fully with all:of ICE's efforts to remove Petitioner, Petitioner 

‘has cooperated with-ICE in the following ways: Peo Oe O ATS 

lol FoR MV PrTionl KROUT COUNTRY OF Biotic 
Am 0 Csr ize nish Pos orniaR tas coocc ay) 
wes Pov me EnigaP PANTS ANO OTR 1O 
Brmedal Aso cooeAAre Wirt ICL _ 
\W M4 FAa OF SOIS WHLA Tey exeecseo 
AND cx Auste® The @sS030¢4d5 10 Oe Poet 
PATITIONER- Witt No Success. 
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11. Nonetheless, ICE has been unable to remove Pelitioner from the United States. ICEis 

unlikely. ty: remove Petivioner.in the reasonably: foreseeable fiiture because: 

10:4 NAS Nor AALS Th Oo Taatr 1) 
TMe PAST 7 Neees \Ct StRISS Pat TonkPR 
\S_& HOPI An) CIIZEN) WH ictt IS FALSE 
Hamc4 Te TAitaO ¢exe0r 1h LOA Wet iToweeu 
Ow rH Land IN Atizods al pal 2025 
C%_ HAS ExXPINSTZO The ates TO ~ 

Veloey Par ronc¢ce. Dow PaTTanze 16 BWE 
(2. Regarding Petitioner Detention: Nea a AS 

isguzc0 In June 2014. er Tine? LAS 
Ra MAIneO In CUuSTOOY SING . UNE POAC. 
NLL DRE SQST. 

13;:1¢ released, Petitioner: will ‘be supported by family. and: ftiends:in the United States. In 
particular: \ \ 

ee 
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Stat. 3001579. 

‘thessautigattty of the Anived: States; entlPetitionet®S:custody is:nv-vighiuion of the: 
neath haapeinRNNEL meena 

oncMbiiiesinslonaejiacsgswathtattitehiomandadeniadescnsae 
‘Heres. Law AN, aaNGeAGL, ctenipiaty,.« Or peeniaaehk” Zeeks da, 3833 IS ‘ei 693, Te 

nN ene ee a = :feom --impprisodiment-—from- 

‘Weilitd raises serfots Solita Noni probloni” Ted, jsste disc: ‘Phyer vs Die, HITS ARE L10"
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A: COMCNE RAG) Se IAT IR IUR RINE 
eapuuuimeneunasemmenninmce pati: 

i: il i ein atte ih Z 
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bya acal LCA Pict oer ir aials ved TuntiinesN: Ida “SAI Aleateiy, 

ni NRE Raa..pi 
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siculeasieeensuelininaian ivi ponte 
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of Initoigr: de Customs ifr, No‘ oe eg 2007 Wes oRIOS La. 
becker (granting habeas. relief to; petitioner: detained for fifteen, a me 
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ethno Senor, 401:F: ‘Supp. 3dat 430.("! oie 

wininindiee fitst took Site intoroustadyt fisksuffisiest to, meet tliat “initial! ssh 

‘Leanpubeie 200 Nt; 2905549, we * 2: 

23..Retitioner’s:consinued detentions unlacful; and Petitionsr is unlikely. toi be retnovedinthe. 

‘Fifth Arpenidtnent-forbids the government from depriving any “person” of libesty:“without 

‘die process “of law.” U.S: Const: amend, Vi “Freedom from: ifniprisonnienit—troin 
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25. 

government custody, detention, or other forms of physical restraint—lies at the heart of the 

liberty” that the Due Process Clause protects, Zacyydas, 533 U.S. at 690 (citing Foucha v. 

Louisiana, 504 U.S. 71, 80 (1992)). Civil immigration detention violates due process if it 

is not reasonably related to its statutory purpose. See id. (citing Jackson v. Indiana, 406 

U.S. 715, 738 (1972)). In the immigration context, the Supreme Court has recognized only 

two valid purposes for civil detention: to mitigate the risk of flight and prevent danger to 

the community. /d. Petitioner’s prolonged civil detention, which has lasted well beyond 

the end of the removal period, and which is likely to continue indefinitely, is no. longer 

reasonably related to. the primary statutory purpose of ensuring imminent removal. Thus, 

Petitioner's detention violates Petitioner's right to.due process. 

CONCLUSION 

In conclusion, Petitioner's indefinite detention violates the detention statute and is 

unconstitutional, Petitioner respectfully requests that this Court order Respondents to show 

cause why the writ should not be granted.“within three days unless for good cause 

additional time, not exceeding twenty days, is allowed,” and set a hearing on this Petition 

within five days of the retum, pursuant to 28-U.S.C. § 2243 and grant the Writ of Habeas 

Corpus ordering Respondents to immediately release Petitioner from their custody, 

Respectfully submitted, 

Signature: 

Name: -i 
A-Number: a — 

Detention Center: 


