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PAMELA BONDI, E 
Attomey General; ; 
KRISTI NOEM, f 
Secretary of the Departmen of Homeiend : 
Security; 

ALBERTO CORNAVACA, i 
SDDO Jacksonville I[CE-ERO Fieid Office; | 
SCOTTY RHODEN, i 
Sheriff of Baker County Detention Center; 
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PETIZION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 
PURSUANT TC 24 

Petit ee Honteya. lwe laze Aro se. hereby petitions this Court fora writ 

of habeas corpus to remedy Petitioner's uniawfiti Getention by Respondents. In suppor: of 

this petition and compiaint for injunctive relief. Petitioner alieges as foliows: 
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loner is in the be) ty ical custody off 

ion Center to house 

is in direct control of Respondents 
theiz agents, 

wv
 

the United States, and the Immi. 

1 Bt seq... as amen 

Act CAPA) 5US.C § 701 etsec. 

we
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i; art.1 § G, ci. 2 of the United 

itioner is preserti ently 

Court may 
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i 
‘etitioner is a nat @ and citizen of Cub: 

24 | wes, and has remained in custody cont 

Respondent PAMELA BOND 

responsible fo: 

INA. As such, U.S 

She is resp: 

of the INA. As such, Secretary o 

ustodian of Petitioner. 

Responcent / 

Officer (SDDO) of th 

888, 690 (1st Cir. 2000), cer 

LBERTO CCORNAVACA is tHe Supervisory D 

orcement 

thority over Pe! 

land Security is 

letention and Deportatio: 

Removal Ope: 

quez v. Reno, 223 F.3d 
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of Beker County Detention Center 

BLEGATIONS - 

in United States. Petitioner adjust 

Permenent Resident, 

b2/s003 ecnvicted : 

offenses of ... ; 

is a native and citizen of Crha. 

zjabout pr’ 2006 andwas parcled 

tus in of ZOOL as alu-s Lewitt 

ewyloonty— Florida for 

and wids sentenced to 5 Nears V.0.C Fallosied by 
a Years OF Probation 

S custody atts 

Petiti 

waived his appeal from the order 0. 

day. Petitioner was tt 
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Judge order 

waived his appeal fom the order o: 

understanding ti 

as there are currently no formal 

States, nor is there any formal or i 

“I
 - Petitioner has £0-cperated ff 

States. 

- Petitioner was informed by ICE thi 

Getention in hi 

has received any further com- 

n Zadvydas v. Davis. 533 U.S. 678 (208 

esumptiveiy reasonable pericd 

effectuate removal. 

wou, 

nineiy-day cusiody review. 
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ib provided with a decisio: 

remove him 

Pe ioner’s trave! docume: 

m reg, 
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iclates 8 U.S.C § 1231 (a6), as 
interpreted in Zadvydas. Petitioner ty-dayv statutory| removai period and six- 
month presumptively reasonat i for continued 

| 
| passed. Respondents are to remove Guba because there is no 

triation agreement between United Cuba will not accest 

Zens who have been United States. Under such circumst aces 

reasonable end not authorized by U.S.C 

| 
OCESS VICLATION 

No
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oner re-alleges and incorperates by reference paragraphs |i to 22 above. 
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re is x 
in tt oe 

There is no 
- Femoved in the reasonabie 

foreseeab] 
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depriving him of his 
| bodily restraint. The 

berty be narrowly tailored to 

Petitioner’s presence at the time of deport: 

indefinite detention where he i 

eges and incorporates by reference Paragraphs i to 25 above. 

nder the Due Process Clause o: 
atim 

and meaning 

in this case has been denied 

piace for the Pe 

Gecision. The cx 

or applied. A 
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continue detain aliens with aggravated fe! 
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Sk Of ani erroneous deprivation 7 

ip Hi Executive age 

conv 

served their sentences. on su: icion 
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see also Rivere v. Dem ore, } 

imation be made by im 

13. 1999) (proced 

partial ad 

WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays th 
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inary ané permanent 
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Court deems just pnd proper. 
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Legality| Of Detention | 

within 90 days “SinahV. Attv. Gen, 945 £. 3d 1310.1313(11" cir 2019) (Quoting 8 U.S.C $1231 (a) (1) 

period, but not indefinately in Zadvydas, the are court held, “if removal is not reasonably 

accomplished in [90 day].”id at 701.So,”For the sake of uniform a inistration in the federal court,”it established a “presumptively reasonable period of detention “Of six+months-the 90 day removal period plus an additional 90 days. Id courts use burden-Shifting Framework to judge the contitutionality of 

a after this 6 month period. One the alien provides good reason to believe that there is no significant likelihood of removal in the reasonably) Foreseeable Future the government must respond with evidence suficient to rebut the showing. : 

See eg. “Acosta-Gironi V. Bondi, No.2:25-cv-02649-RAJ 2026 U.S. Dist. Lexis 16060 (January 28,2026), Castano V. Andrews, N.0;1:26-cv-00243-DJC-SCR 2026 U.S Dist. Lexis 16027 (January 28,2026),Beltran V. Ripa, N.o.2:25-cv- 1174-SPC-NPM.2026 U.S. Dist. Lexis 273 (January 28,2026), Perez V. Warden. N.o. 2:26-cv-0009-SPC-DNF,2026 U.S Dist. Lexis 9534 (January 19,2026). 
Here. Petitioner has already been in custody for mare than 90 days-past the time for his formal hearing. With no opportunity to be heard or to contest the bases for his re-detention. This failure violates both ICE's own regulation and the due process clause ofthe fifth amendment and compels petitioners release courts around the county have concluded likewise See. Eg. Grigorian.2025 w12604573 at 10, Ceesay,781f.supp.3d at 166, You V. Nielsen,321f.supp 3d 451.463( S.D.NY 2018), Rombot V. 
Souza, 296 F.supp.3d 383,387( D.mass,2017);:Zhu\798 f.supp.3d at 410; M.S.L.V V. Bostock N.o. 6:25-cv-01204-AA.2025 WL 2430267. at 10-12(Dlor.Aug 21,2025)|Escalante V. Noem. No. 9:25-cv- 
00182-MJT.2025 WL 2491782 at *3(E.D. Tex. July 18,2025): Hoac V. Becerra. No 2:25-cv-01741)- DCE.D. Tex. July 16,2025); Wing Nuem Liv V. Carter No.25-cv-03036-JWL 
1696526,at*2(D.Kan.Juni7,2025) 
Banega V. Facility.No.2:25-cv-1152-JES-DNF 2026 U.S. Dist. Le 16506(January 
29,2026):”Sardinas V. Noem. No 2:26-cv-00067-SPC-NPM.2026 U.S. Dist Lexis 16513(January 
29,2026) 
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Petitioner's Detention Has Exceeded 
The Presumtively Reasonable Period The courts first task is determining wheter petitioner's detention the six-month period tha Zadavydas recognized as presumptively reasonable petitioner's represent that he was detained “For approximately | MCh 2014 before he was released of supervision. And since his arrest on lolz4 [2025 3. He has been detained just shy of six-month [id.at 6”4-5}. | ! He \addes - Mewteyo’ contend tha his period of detention has exceeded the six-month period that Zadvydas recognized as presumptively reasonablefid.at 9]. He argues that “[mJost courts hold the Zadvydas period is cumulative not reset by re-detention to prevent indefinite imprisonment through cycles of release and re-arrest and urges the court to follow these cqurt[id(collecting cases)].Respondents describe the applicable landscape as mor balanced [*7] asserting tha “[w]hile some district court have considered the six-month Zadvydas period to be comulative,other district court have held the opposite including district court in the 11 circuit! See eg; Aguilar V, Noem. No 25- cv-03463-NYW.2025 U.S. Dist Lexis 253178 lecember 8,2025). Based on the court's independent research it appears that district more often conclud a detainee's period of detention should be considered together in determining whether the detention has exceeded the presumptively reasonable time under Zadvydas See eg. il -03268-PAV-NRN. .S. Dist. 230775,2025 WL 3268333,at 2(D.Colo. Nov 24 025).(Despite petitioner's 20 month and five-month period of detention being served nonconsecutively. Petitioner has nonetheless been detained longer than the six-month presumptively reasonable period) ; Siguenza V. Moniz.No25-cv-11914-ADB.2025 U.S. Dist. Lexis 188746,2025 WL 2734704,at 3 (Di Mass sept 25,2025). (Most courts to Consider the 

i vy" iod i ive “( ing Cases). The court agree issue have concluded that the Zadvydas period is cumulative “(Collectin . 
with appropriate it is after all liberty at issued, Abuelhawa V. Noem No.4:25-cv-04128, 025 "a Dist. 
Lexis 203959,2025 WL 293762 at 5(S.D. Tex oct 16,2025). Holding otherwise would permit the th 

federal government to “detain noncitizens indefinitely by continuously releasing and re-detaining them. 
“Siguenza,2025 U.S. Dist. Lexis 188746,2025 WI 2734704, at 3 and as explained above under 
Zadvydas. Expiration of the persumptively reasonqble six-month[*8] detention period does not : 
mandate a noncitizen's release detention may continue “until it has been determined tha there is no’ 
significant likehood of removalis the reasonable foreseeable future. Laan oaeasere mere tha 

Expiration of the six-month period simply requires the government to rebut a petitioner ssl eae 

“there is no significant likehood of removal in the resonably foreseeable future “assuming the pi 

make tha showing. id. 
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I affim .unG Cr penalty of nesiiey benaity of perjury. thar rhe foreygine is trie and SUInS is true and correct to the bear 
of my xnowledge. 

Valdes “Mes 
Petizioner, Pr 
A No.: 

Baker Suucy WesetteiGe & ter 
> Leman teal Caled 

7 
7 ° : 1 Sheriffs Office Drive ; H . Qnnillittinny, 

MacCienay, FE -32053 SUDAN an, ares eteng, 

3 ; MyCOMMISSION 3 
i EXPIRES 4-11-2028 7 

40°. viSF 
Xe) a ae Oi. Os “TijglE OF ASSES 

“ys YON tees MA BEX w 


