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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
= ens spes> #GR TER Si Sov r wi DESTRICT OF WE Anca... Wiytr TPEVECT OR 

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF 3 WURIUA, JACKSON /LLLE DEVISION . 

eas us tes _ 3 ab oy. GI -UMK-4 8 Volledaros. (a Neal Ceased A 
——— 
Ve 

PAMIELA BONDI, : Atom rey Genera i 
: <RISTI NCEM, 

Secretary of the Be partment OF momelznac Sec urity; 
SEBERTO CORNAVACA, 
SBDO Jacksonville ICE. ERO Fieid Office: SCOTTY RHODEN 

t Sheriff of Baker Cousty Detention Cent r ! 

Respondents, 

ctitioner. Valladares: Siok ie Gedy petitions this Cour for a weis 

weits 

OF habeas Corpus ic remedy Petitione-"s WHawtul detention by Respondents. In su ipport o: this petition and compiaint for injunctive reiiet, Petitioner 4 alieges as foliows:
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€S such as Petitig 

‘heir agents. 

tw 
us
 

§ 9 ci # +t i 
art. 1 § 9, cl. 2 of the United States 

ner is presentiy 

United States. and such custedy iy 

ed States. This Court may gra 

-C § 702, and the All Writs Act, 28 US.C § 
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Pursuant to Braden v. 30:h Judi 

(1973), venue lies in the United States D 

Jacksonville Divis 

ICE custody sincet/ 

usly since that date, 

d States and is 
responsibie the administration of 

INA. As such, U.S. Atiomey Genera! 

“I Respondent KRISTI NOEM is ‘he Secret 3¢ Department of Ho: 
She is respo: 

of the INA. As su 

custodian of Petiti 

8. Respondent ALBERTO CORNAVACS i 

Officer (SDDO) of th 

Ses Vasquez v. Reno. 223 F.3d Vascuez v. Reno. 
588, 690 (Ist Cir. 2008}, 
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$. Respondent SCOTTY RHODEN is the Sh of Beker County Detention Center where petitioner is current 

considered to be Pet: 

FACTUAL ALLEGA’ TIONS 

reNalladare esa Ae aks MeTauder. @ native and cit 

ited States on or about May, 1980 and was paroled 

en of Cha. 

in United States. Petitioner adjusted his status in Moy, \981 and CU-6 Le 

a FOIR Caaity rsse« he 
Offenses of ... 

ond Was sed ented to 79-65 vod 0.0.4” 

Resident. 

in 10/2013 co vict: 

Perman: 

i's)
 

12. Petitioner was 

2 Judge ordered the Petitione; 

‘ai on that same 

waived his appeal from the order of deportati 

day. Petitioner was then led out on suvervision by ICE in oubs toe after 
Habeas Corpus. 
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15. An Imm migration Jud 

waived his appeai from the order 

day 

16.To date, ICE has unable to remove t 

understanding that C 

tween Cuba and the United 

17. Petitioner has £0-cperated 
to remove +t 

States. 

18. Petitioner was informed by ICE 
2 decision regar Getentio: S ninety-day Cusiedy review, but he neve. €r received such decision 

ations tro: Respondents. 

presumptively reasonable Pericd du: 

erectuaie removai,
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aCorporates by x 

ZadvyGas. Petition nety-Gav statutory remevai period and 
presumptively reason, 

Passed. Respondents are ; 
= to Cuba because there is no 

i States Cuba, and Cuba w: NOt accent its 

ader such circumstances 

S unreasonable and not authorized dy g w.S'C 

23. Petitioner Te-aileges and incorporates by re 

Pages 
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24. There is no signific 
de removed in th reasonabi > 9 o foreseeable Te. 

25. The Petitioner's Continued dete: 
%0 substantive due process by depriving him of his core liberty 

Process Clause of the Fifth Amendmer uires that the Geprivation of the 
liberty be narrowly tailored ig serve é 

Petitioner’s Presence at the time of deportatio 

indefinite dete: 
fo be removed to Cuha_his continued indefinite 

UE PROCESS VIOLATION 

iS)
 

a - Petitioner re-ai ges and incorporates by 

27. Under the Due Process Clause o: 
io 2 ti 

t be detained. Pe 
his case has been Genied that oppor 

m 
place for the Petitioner to obtain a de 

decision. The custody review procedure are con 
or applied. A number Of courts have ide: ed a substantial bias withi 
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continued detention of isk of an erroneous deprivation to 

review the Peti 
Wash. 1999) (“INS does not meani 

i (S.D.N.Y. 1996) (“Due 
John v. McElrov, 917 F.§ 2b Jobn v. McSirov. 

Y pressure, INS, an executive agency, has every incentive to 

S with ageravated feionv convictions even though they have 
served their sentences. on uspicion that thev may continue to pose a danger to the 

custody status.”) 

ty.”"); see also Rivera v. Demore, No. C99-3042 

Mation be made by impartial adj 

EFORE, Petitioner prays th, 

the responce: 
2Oner rom Custody; 

minary and Permanent 
njoining Respondents om
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hee . l affinm. under penalty of perjury. tha 

cf my Knowledge. 

/s/ Vpprr Loe} 

Valladeies~\e\ rade. bdemdig ce a Petitioner. Pr 
A No 

~~ ND N Min, Baker Couny Detentigz Centex oe Y PUg Ke: i Sheriffs Office Driy 
MacClenny, FE, -320 2 = 7 wyCOMMISSION = 3 

2b EXPIRES4 11-2028 ? 
S ° “oye 
= . N eS 
% Py", On HPs 
“Ly IE OF OOS


