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| UNITED STATES DISTRICT dour‘ FILED 
; for the - 

| MAR @ 2 0s | 

CLERK.U.S DISTRICT COURT 

J UREN PINACHYAN 
ICT OF CALIFORNIA 

Y, _ DEP 
Petitioner 

CaseNo,  ‘26CV1335JO JLB 
(Supplied by Clerk of Court} 

v. 

WARDEN, OTAY MESA DETENTION 
Cev7TER, AND FIELO oFrice DIRECTOR. 
(CE JAN DIEGO FIELD ofetee 

espondent 
{name of warden or authorized person having custody of, petitioner) 
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PETITION FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS UNDER 28 U.S.C, § 2241 

Personal Information 

1. (a) Your full name: _SUREN__PINACHIVAN 
(6) Other names you have used: NowvE 

2 Place of confinement. 
(a) Name of institution: OTAy MESA DETENTION CE NTER 
(b) Address E 4A FUENTE 

SAN _DIEGO, CA 927754 
nl {c) Your identification number: 

3, Are you currently being held on orders by: 
Federal authorities © State authorities O Other - explain: 

A, Are you currently: 

OA pretrial detainee (waiting for trial on criminal charges) 
O Serving a sentence (incarceration, parole, probation, etc.) after having been convicted of a crime 

If you are currently serving a sentence, provide: 

(a) Name and location of court that sentenced you: 

(b} Docket number of criminal case: 

(c} Date of sentencing: 
Being held on an immigration charge 
OHOther fexpian): 

Decision or Action You Are Challenging 

5. What are you challenging in this petition’ 
C1 How your sentence is being carried out, calculated, or credited by prison or parole authorities (for example, 

revocation or calculation of good time credits) 
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O Pretrial detention 

BUImmigraticn detention 

( Detainer 

OThe validity of your conviction or sentence as imposed (for example, sentence beyond the statutory 

maximum or improperly calculated under the sentencing guidelines) 

ODisciphnary proceedings 

Other (expat): 

Provide more information about the decision or action you are challenging: 

(a) Name and location of the agency orcourt: ¢) $ [MMIC RATION AMD CUSTOM) ENFORCEME AT 

SAN_DitG@e F1él0_Orrile OMDC SAN Ditto, CALIFORMA 
(b) Docket number, case number, or opinion number: pa (0 KET WU ERI 

(c) Decision or action you are challenging (for disciplinary proceedings, specify the penalties imposed): 

CONTINUED POS T-ORNDER IMMICRATION DETENTION UNDER 2 U.S.C. $1234 
FOUOWINCG_A GRANY OF WITHHOLDING OF REMOVAL AJ 10 RUSSIA. 
AND_ARMEMIA, WHERE KEMOVAL J$ WOT REASONABLY  FORUSEEAPLE 
(d) Date of the decision or action’ DaA/gDINg DETENTION Follo WING FIVAL ORDER DA ep 13NOV. 

2o75 

Your Earlier Challenges of the Decision or Action 

First appeal 

Did you appeal the decision, file a grievance, or seek an administrative remedy? 

WYes ONo 

(a) If “Yes,” provide: 

(1) Name of the authority, agency, or court: { /C é) SAN DIEGO FlELD OF FICE 

POST-ORDER CUSTODY REVIEW [(PocR] 
(2) Date of filing: DECEMBER f, 2e7$° 

(3) Docket number, case number, or opinion number: ——— <——i 

(4) Result Alo WRITTEN DECIStoH/ HAS BEEN _¢(S3VED. 
(5) Date of result: PENDING AS 23 FEBRUARY 2026 

(6) Issuesraised: COA/TIMUED PoCst-ORDER PETENTION UNDER 

SUS.C £1234 AND WHETHER REMOVAL 1S measoNAbLE _ & ABLE 

—- 

FORE SEEAQLE 

(b) If you answered “No,” explain why you did not appeal: 

Second appeal 

After the first appeal, did you file a second appeal to a higher authority, agency, or court? 

Yes No 

Page 3 of 9







Case 3:26-cv-01335-JO-JLB Documenti Filed 03/02/26 PagelD.5 Page5of15 

17) Petitiun or a Writ of Habeas Con pes Under 28 us C $224) 
wr by nes Fd be — — J 

If “Yes,” provide: 

(1) Date of filing: _ 

(2) Case number’ 

(3) Result: 

(4) Date of result: 

(5) Issues ratsed: 

ae 

(d) Did you appeal the decision to the United States Court of Appeals? 
CO Yes No 

If “Yes,” provide: 

(1) Name of court: 

(2} Date of filing: 

(3) Case number: 

(4) Result. 

(5) Date of result 

(6) Issues raised 

12, Other appeals 

Other than the appeals you listed above, have you filed any other petition, application, or motion about the issues 
raised in this petition? 

Yes ONo 
If “Yes,” provide: 

(a) Kind of petition, motion, or application: Af OT! ON TO RE CON SIDE, R limnisre Crop cook? 
(b) Name of the authority, agency, or court: SAN DIECO [MuiCRATION CrouURT 

{c) Date of filing: 12. PECEMBe 
(d) Docket number, case number, or opinion number: 

__—_ ff (e} Result: DENDING 
(f) Date of result: PENDING (Vvo_D ECISIOM 185U80 AS OF _L5 FEB 2026 
(g) Issues raised: EQUES CONS IDE / FTW MICRA TION 
JSVDCEs PRIOR  peEcisio IN WITHHOLDING- ONLY PROCEEDING 
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! SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

Suren Pinachyan(A ill <= | 
(petitioner) 

v Case No.: 

Warden,Otay Mesa Detention Center: 
Field Office Director,ICE San Diego Field office 

(Respondents) 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF PETITION 
FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (28 U.S.C §2241) 

1, INTRODUCTION 

Petitioner challanges his continued detention under 8 U.S.C §1231. 
Although a final order of removal was entered on november 13,2025, 

the immigration Judge granted withholding of removal as both the Russian 
Federation (country of nationality) and the Republic of Armenia(country 
of birth).As result,the government is legally barred from removing 
Petitioner to either country. 

Because no third country has been identified,no travel documents have 
been requested or issued,and a Motion to Reconsider remains pending 
before the immigration Court,removal is no significantly likely in the 
reasonably foreseeable future. Continued detention therefore violates the 
Fifth Amendment under Zadvydas v. Davis,533 U.S 678 (2001). 

2. FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

Petitioner entered the United States on January 19,2025 and has remain 

detained since that date,including at Otay Mesa Detention Center from 

January 26,2025 to present.He has now been detained approximately 

fourteen months. 

On November 13,2025, the immigration Judge granted withholding of 

removal both Russia and Armenia.
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Remains detained without a concrete removal plan. 

These parallels demonstrate that continued detention in this case 
serves no meaningful removal purpose. 

6. CONTINUED DETENTION VIOLATES DUE PROCESS 

Petitioner has been detained approximately fourteen months.He has 
no criminal history and poses no danger to the community. 
Despite this,he remains confined without a realistic removal 
plan and without a completed custody determination following 
the 90-day review. 

Where detention becomes disconnected from its civil purpose- 
effectuating removal - violates the Fifth Amendment. 

7,.CONCLUSION 

Because there is no significant likelihood of removal! in the reasonably 
soreseeable future,continued detention violates the Constitution. 

Petitioner respectfully requests that this Court: 
1.Grant the petition to Writ of Habeas Corpus; 
2.Ordered his immadiate release under appropriate supervision;or in the 

alternative, 
3.Order an individualized custody determination before a neutral 
decisionmaker, 

Respectfully submitted, 
24 February 2026 
Suren Pinachyan | 

| 
Otay Mesa Detention Center 
San Diego,California 
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AND CORRECT Copy orTHis fetitlON AND MEMORANDUM 
“IN THE {[MSTITUTIONAL LECAL MAIL SYSTEM, ADDRESSED TO: 

OFFICE OF THE UNITED states 
AT IORNEL 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORMA 

880 FRONT STREET, ROOM 6293 
SAN DIEGO, CA 91101 

| DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PFRIURY THAT THE 

FOREGOING }$ TRUE AMD Correct 

DATE 24 FEBRUARY 2026 

PINALHYAN SREY ee 

of


