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PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 

PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C. § 2241 

I. INTRODUCTION 

This petition arises from the U.S. government's unlawful policy—which contradicts both 

the plain language of the Immigration and Nationality Act (INA) and decades of consistent 

agency practice—of erroneously treating noncitizens who have been residing within the 

United States as "applicants for admission" subject to mandatory detention without bond 

under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A), instead of applying the bond-eligible detention framework 

of 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), which has historically and lawfully governed the detention of such 

individuals. 

Petitioner Jnon Andres Hernandez ("Mr,. Hernandez" or Petitioner") is a citizen and 

national of Venezuela who has resided in the United States in Irving, Texas, with a long- 

time United States citizen family friend who has provided him housing and support since 

his arrival. He was detained by U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement ("ICE") on or 

about February 16, 2026, and has since been held without bond at the Prairieland 

Detention Center, 1209 Sunflower Lane, Alvarado, Texas 76009. Petitioners have no 

criminal history whatsoever, poses no danger to the community, and is not a flight risk. He 

has demonstrated strong ties to the United States, including his longstanding residence with 

a U.S, citizen family friend, stable employment, a pending asylum application, and law- 

abiding conduct. 
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Pursuant to the government's new detention policy announced on July 8, 2025—through 

an internal ICE memorandum entitled "Interim Guidance Regarding Detention Authority 

for Applicants for Admission"—Respondents are detaining Mr. Hernandez, without any 

opportunity to seek bond, incorrectly designating him as subject to mandatory detention 

under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A). This provision, however, applies by its plain terms only 

to noncitizens "seeking admission" at the nation's borders and ports of entry—not to 

individuals like Mr. Hernandez who have been residing in the United States, 

Under 8 U.S.C, § 1226(a), the statute that properly governs the detention of noncitizens 

who are in removal proceedings and are already residing in the United States, Mr. 

Hernandez is entitled to an individualized bond determination by an Immigration Judge. 

Respondents’ refusal to provide him with such a hearing violates both the INA and the Due 

Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

Petitioner accordingly seeks a writ of habeas corpus requiring that he be immediately 

released from custody or, in the alternative, afforded an individualized bond hearing 

pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) within seven (7) days of the Court's order. Petitioner is not 

challenging any discretionary denial of bond; he challenges the government's threshold 

legal determination that he is categorically ineligible for a bond hearing. 

II. JURISDICTION 

This Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2241(c) (habeas corpus); 28 U.S.C. § 1331 

(federal question); and Article I, Section 9, Clause 2 of the United States Constitution (the 

Suspension Clause). This Court may grant relief pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2241, the 
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Declaratory Judgment Act, 28 U.S.C. § 2201 ef seg., and the All-Writs Act, 28 U.S.C. § 

1651. 

Habeas corpus is "perhaps the most important writ known to the constitutional law . . . 

affording as it does a swift and imperative remedy in all cases of illegal restraint or 

confinement." Fay v. Noia, 372 U.S. 391, 400 (1963) (emphasis added). 

Hil. VENUE 

Venue is proper in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Texas, Fort 

Worth Division, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2241 and 28 U.S.C. § 1391(e), because Petitioner 

is detained at the Prairieland Detention Center in Alvarado, Texas, which is within the 

Northern District of Texas, Petitioner's immediate custodian is located within this district, 

and the events and omissions given rise to the claims in this petition occurred in this district. 

See Rumsfeld v. Padilla, 542 U.S. 426, 443 (2004). 

Venue is also proper because at least one Respondent resides, works, operates, or conducts 

business within this district, and because the unlawful detention of Petitioner is occurring 

within this district. 

IV, REQUIREMENTS OF 28 U.S.C. § 2243 

This Court must grant the petition for a writ of habeas corpus or order Respondents to show 

cause "forthwith," unless the petitioner is not entitled to relief. 28 U.S.C. § 2243. If an order 

to show cause is issued, Respondents must file a return "within three days unless for good 

cause additional time, not exceeding twenty days, is allowed." /d, Given that Petitioner's 
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Master Calendar Hearing is scheduled for March 17, 2026, before Immigration Judge 

Alexander Lee, immediate judicial intervention is urgently needed. 

The great writ "afford[s] a swift and imperative remedy in all cases of illegal restraint or 

confinement." Fay v. Noia, 372 U.S. at 400 (emphasis added). The urgency of Petitioner's 

situation, including his proximity to an upcoming immigration hearing and his unlawful 

detention without bond consideration—demands prompt action from this Court. 

V. PARTIES 

Petitioner Jhon Andres Hernandez is a citizen and national of Venezuela, born | 

>< . His Alien Registration Number is oo << | He is currently detained at the 

Prairieland Detention Center, 1209 Sunflower Lane, Alvarado, Texas 76009, in physical 

custody of Respondents. Prior to his detention, Petitioner resided in Irving, Texas 75062, 

together with a long-time United States citizen family friend. He holds a valid Texas 

Driver's License confirming his established presence in the state. He is employed, has no 

criminal history, and has maintained law-abiding conduct throughout his residence in the 

United States, 

Respondent Facility Director, Prairieland Detention Center, is the individual in charge of 

the Prairieland Detention Center, 1209 Sunflower Lane, Alvarado, ‘lexas 76009. The 

Facility Director is Petitioner's immediate physical custodian and has the authority to 

effectuate Petitioner's release. The Facility Director is sued in his or her official capacity. 

Respondent Field Office Director, Dallas Field Office, U.S. Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement, is the Field Office Director of the Dallas ICE Field Office responsible for 

immigration enforcement and detention operations in the Northern District of Texas, 
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16. 

18. 

including Prairieland Detention Center. The Field Office Director is a legal custodian of 

Petitioner and holds authority to effectuate Petitioner's release. The Field Office Director 

is sued in his or her official capacity. 

Respondent Todd M. Lyons is the Acting Director of U.S. Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement, He is a legal custodian of Petitioner and possesses authority to effectuate 

Petitioner's release. He is sued in his official capacity. 

Respondent Kristi Noem is the Secretary of the U.S. Department of Homeland Security 

("DHS"), under whose authority and oversight U.S. Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement operates. As Secretary, Noem is responsible for delegating authority to and 

overseeing the operations of ICE, and for ensuring that the agency functions in compliance 

with the Constitution, U.S. laws, and regulations. She is a legal custodian of Petitioner and 

has the authority to effectuate Petitioner's release. She is sued in her official capacity, 

Respondent Pamela Bondi is the Attorney General of the United States. As the chief legal 

officer of the federal government and head of the U.S. Department of Justice, she has 

ultimate supervisory authority over the enforcement of federal immigration laws, including 

the policies that have led to Petitioner's unlawful detention. She is sued in her official 

capacity. 

VI. EXHAUSTION OF ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES AND FUTILITY 

Petitioner is not required to exhaust administrative remedies before this Court because any 

such attempt would be futile. The government's detention policy, announced on July 8, 

2025, and formally codified by the Board of Immigration Appeals' ("BIA") precedential 

decision in Matter of Yajure-Hurtado, 29 1&N Dec, 216 (BIA 2025), makes clear that 
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PAR 

Immigration Judges categorically refuse to conduct bond hearings for individuals like Mr. 

Hernandez. Accordingly, seeking a bond hearing before an Immigration Judge is futile, as 

the IJ lacks jurisdiction under current agency policy to grant such a hearing. See Sterkaj v. 

Gonzales, 439 F.3d 273, 279 (6th Cir. 2006) (neither [Js nor the BIA have authority to 

decide constitutional claims). 

Moreover, any appeal to the BIA would be similarly futile, as the BIA itself issued the 

Yajure-Hurtado decision endorsing Respondents’ unlawful policy, and the new 

governmental policy was issued "in coordination with" the Department of Justice. 

Furthermore, an appeal to the BIA process that typically takes months—cannot adequately 

remedy the irreparable harm of Petitioner's continued unlawful detention. Petitioners’ only 

effective remedy is judicial review through this habeas corpus petition. 

VIL. STATEMENT OF FACTS 

Petitioner Jhon Andres Hernandez is a thirty-two (32) year old citizen and national of 

Venezuela. He has resided in the United States continuously and has made his home in the 

Irving, Texas area, where he has established close ties to the community, maintained steady 

employment, and built a stable life alongside a long-time United States citizen family 

friend who has provided him with housing and support since his arrival in the country. 

Since his arrival in the United States, Mr. Hernandez, has resided in Irving, Texas, in the 

home of Nydia Sharaai Bernabel, a United States citizen who is a long-time family friend 

who has known Mr. Hernandez and his parents since his youth and has treated him as a 

member of her family. Ms. Bernabel has provided him with housing, guidance, and 
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support, and she relies on his assistance in daily life. Their address of record in Irving, 

Texas serves as Petitioner's established domicile in the United States, 

Prior to his detention, Mr. Hernandez was gainfully employed and consistently contributed 

to his household and community. He has resided in the Irving, Texas area since his arrival 

and holds a valid Texas driver's license, further confirming his longstanding and 

established presence in the state (see Exhibits D and E)e 

Mr. Hernandez has a pending asylum application based on his well-founded fear of 

persecution in Venezuela. In connection with this asylum application, the U.S. government 

issued him an Employment Authorization Document (EAD), confirming that his protection 

claim was accepted for processing and that he was authorized to work lawfully in the 

United States (see Exhibits A and B). 

On March 22, 2024, following a brief detention, U.S. Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement itself granted Mr. Hernandez parole from its custody pursuant to section 

212(d)(5)(A) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1182(d)(5)(A), and issued 

him an Interim Notice Authorizing Parole In lieu of Form 1-94. (See Exhibit C.) The ICE 

Alien Booking Record (Form 1-385) confirms he was released by parole on March 27, 

2024. This prior grant of parole by the United States government itself—more than two 

years before his current detention—confirms that Mr. Hernandez, has been residing in the 

United States under an official grant of immigration status, not merely as an unlawful 

entrant. At minimum, it further demonstrates that he is an interior resident of the United 

States, not a person "seeking admission" at the border, and that § 1226(a) governs his 

current detention. 
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28. 

Mr. Hernandez has complied with all requirements related to his asylum case, his parole, 

and his EAD. He has worked lawfully, reported as required, and used his work 

authorization solely to support himself and the U.S. citizen family friend who has provided 

him with housing and support. His pending asylum case gives him every incentive to 

remain in the United States and comply with all immigration proceedings. 

Mr. Hernandez has no criminal history anywhere in the United States or abroad. He has 

never been arrested, charged with, or convicted of any crime. He is not a danger to the 

community, and there is no basis for any such finding. He is not a flight risk: he has a U.S, 

citizen family friend with whom he resides, an established residence of record, stable 

employment, and a pending asylum case that gives him every incentive to remain and 

comply with immigration proceedings. 

On or about February 16, 2026—more than two years after ICE had granted him parole 

and he had been residing lawfully in Irving, Texas—ICE agents took Mr. Hernandez into 

immigration custody. The ICE detention record reflects two warrant numbers: M2611916 

and 401539344, and states that the hold was placed by ICE Agent "raji.alex" on February 

16, 2026, at 2:57 PM. The bond amounts listed are $0.00, indicating that Respondents did 

not set any bond and have denied Petitioner any opportunity to seek release on bond or 

other conditions of supervision. 

Following his arrest, Mr. Hernandez was transferred to the Prairieland Detention Center, 

1209 Sunflower Lane, Alvarado, Texas 76009, where he remains in immigration custody 

as of the date of this petition. The [CE detainee locator confirms his continued detention at 

Prairieland Detention Center (Visitor Information: (817) 409-3995). 
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30, 

A Master Calendar Hearing is scheduled for March 17, 2026, at 8:30 AM, before 

Immigration Judge Alexander Lee via Webex. Mr. Hernandez has not been afforded an 

individualized bond determination by any immigration judge. Respondents have 

categorically denied him the opportunity for a bond hearing, pursuant to the unlawful July 

8, 2025, ICE policy, on the erroneous basis that he is an "applicant for admission" subject 

to mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A). 

Vill. LEGAL FRAMEWORK 

A. The Statutory Framework: Section 1226(a) Governs Petitioner's Detention 

INA prescribes three principal detention frameworks. First, 8 U.S.C. § 1226 authorizes 

detention of noncitizens who are in removal proceedings. Under § 1226(a), individuals 

taken into immigration custody pending a decision on whether they are to be removed are 

generally entitled to seek release on bond. Second, 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b) provides for 

mandatory detention of certain recently arrived noncitizens at the nation's borders and ports 

of entry who are "seeking admission." Third, 8 U.S.C. § 1231 governs detention of 

noncitizens who have already received final orders of removal. Section 1231 is not at issue 

here. 

Section 1226(a) is the default detention statute for all noncitizens in removal proceedings 

who are "already in the country." Jennings v. Rodriguez, 583 U.S. 281, 289 (2018). Under 

§ 1226(a), individuals may be released on bond set by ICE or through a bond hearing before 

an Immigration Judge. Section 1226 also contains a mandatory detention exception at § 

1226(c) for noncitizens with certain criminal histories, but that exception has no application 

to Mr. Hernandez, who has no criminal history. 
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32. 

33. 

34. 

Section 1225(b)(2), by contrast, applies to noncitizens "seeking admission" at the nation's 

borders and ports of entry—not to those who are already residing in the United States. See 

Jennings, 583 U.S, at 287, 289 (explaining that § 1225(b)(2)'s mandatory detention scheme 

applies "at the Nation's borders and ports of entry" to noncitizens "seeking admission into 

the United States"). The entire statutory framework of § 1225(b) is premised on inspection 

of people seeking entry at a border or port of entry. 

The text of § 1226 explicitly contemplates its application to noncitizens charged under § 

1182(a)(6)(A)(i)—i.e., those who entered the United States without inspection. 

Specifically, § 1226(c)(1)(E) creates a mandatory detention exception for noncitizens 

charged under § 1182(a)(6)(A)(i) who are also inadmissible because of criminal grounds. 

This express reference to persons charged under § | 182(a)(6)(A)(i) within § 1226 makes 

clear that, absent those specific criminal exceptions, such individuals are entitled to bond 

hearings under § 1226(a). When Congress creates specific exceptions to a statute's 

applicability, it confirms that the statute generally applies. 

Following the enactment of the Illegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility 

Act ("IIRIRA") of 1996, the Executive Office for Immigration Review ("EOIR") expressly 

acknowledged that persons who entered without inspection "will be eligible for bond and 

bond redetermination," notwithstanding their technical classification as "applicants for 

admission." See Inspection and Expedited Removal of Aliens, 62 Fed, Reg. 10,312, 10,323 

(Mar. 6, 1997). For nearly three decades, consistent with this regulatory guidance, persons 

charged with inadmissibility under § | 182(a)(6)(A)(i) received bond hearings before 

Immigration Judges—unless their criminal history rendered them subject to mandatory 
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36. 

See 

detention under § 1226(c). That longstanding practice was abruptly reversed by the July 8, 

2025, ICE memo. 

B. The Government's New Policy Is Unlawful 

On July 8, 2025, ICE, purportedly "in coordination with" the Department of Justice, issued 

interim guidance directing all ICE employees to subject noncitizens who entered without 

inspection to mandatory detention under § 1225(b)(2)(A), regardless of how long they have 

resided in the United States, and without any bond hearing before an Immigration Judge. 

The policy contradicts the plain statutory text of the INA, decades of consistent agency 

interpretation and practice, and the constitutional guarantee of due process. 

The government's new policy is particularly untenable as applied to Petitioner. ICE itself 

previously paroled Mr. Hernandez from custody under 8 U.S.C. § 1182(d)(S)(A) in March 

2024 and released him to reside in the United States. (See Exhibit C.) The government 

cannot credibly argue that a man it formally paroled—and who then lived lawfully in Texas 

for nearly two years—is suddenly "seeking admission" at the border. To apply mandatory 

border-entry detention to someone, the government itself released into the interior of the 

country via an official parole grant is both legally absurd and inconsistent with the 

government's own prior conduct. 

On September 5, 2025, the BIA issued a precedential decision in Matter of Yajure-Hurtado, 

29 I&N Dec. 216 (BIA 2025), purporting to endorse the government's new policy. 

However, that decision—like the policy it seeks to uphold—is contrary to the plain text of 

the INA and has been rejected by numerous federal district courts. As one court aptly 

observed, the BIA's reasoning is "at odds with every District Court that has been confronted 
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with the same question of statutory interpretation." Pizarro Reyes v. Raycraft, No. 25-CV- 

12546, 2025 WL 2609425, at *7 (E.D. Mich. Sept. 9, 2025). 

C. Federal Courts Across the Country Have Rejected the Government's Policy 

38. Since the July 8, 2025, policy was announced, federal courts across the United States have 

consistently and overwhelmingly rejected the government's legal interpretation, holding 

that § 1226(a)—not § 1225(b)(2)—applies to noncitizens who were already residing in the 

United States when apprehended by immigration authorities. The following cases are 

representative of the nationwide consensus: 

Rodriguez v. Bostock, 779 F, Supp. 3d 1239 (W.D. Wash. Apr. 24, 2025) (§ 1226(a) applies to 

noncitizens residing in the U.S. when apprehended); 

Lopez-Campos v. Raycraft, --- F.Supp.3d. ---, 2025 WL 2496379 (E.D. Mich. Aug. 29, 2025) 

("There can be no genuine dispute that Section 1226(a), and not Section 1225(b)(2)(A), applies to 

a noncitizen who has resided in this country for years and was already within the United States 

when apprehended and arrested"); 

Pizarro Reyes v. Raycrafi, No. 25-CV-12546, 2025 WL 2609425 (E.D. Mich. Sept. 9, 2025) 

(granting habeas relief and rejecting Yajure-Hurtado as unpersuasive). 

Gomes v. Hyde, No. 25-CV-11571, 2025 WL 1869299 (D. Mass. July 7, 2025). 

Martinez v. Hyde, --- F. Supp. 3d ---, 2025 WL 2084238 (D. Mass, July 24, 2025). 

Maldonado v. Olson, --- F. Supp. 3d ---, 2025 WL 2374411 (D. Minn. Aug. 15, 2025); 

Lopez Santos v. Noem, No. 25-CV-01 193, 2025 WL 2642278 (W.D. La. Sept. 11, 2025); 
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Bautista v. Santacruz Jr., No. 25-CV-1873 (C.D. Cal. July 28, 2025) (Dkt. 14) (certifying 

nationwide class; final declaratory relief order issued December 18, 2025). 

39. The Eastern District of Michigan has also found petitioners in multiple cases, and federal 

courts in Louisiana and throughout the country have consistently reached the same 

conclusion. The overwhelming weight of federal judicial authority rejects the government's 

erroneous statutory interpretation. 

D. Petitioner's Constitutional Right to Due Process Demands an Individualized Bond 

Hearing 

40. Even setting aside the statutory argument, Petitioner's continued detention without an 

individualized bond hearing violates the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment to 

the United States Constitution. "Freedom from imprisonment—from government custody, 

detention, or other forms of physical restraint—lies at the heart of the liberty that the Clause 

protects." Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S. 678, 690 (2001). The government may not deprive 

a person of this fundamental liberty interest without individualized process adequate to 

justify that deprivation. 

41, Categorical mandatory detention of individuals like Mr. Hernandez—who have lived in 

the United States, established ties with U.S. citizens, maintained employment, and have no 

criminal history—without any individualized determination of whether they pose a flight 

tisk or danger to the community, violates substantive and procedural due process. See 

Zadvydas, 533 U.S. at 690-91. The government has offered no individualized justification 

for Mr. Hernandez's continued detention. He is neither a danger to the community nor a 

flight risk—he has a U.S. citizen family friend with whom he resides, a fixed address, 
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42, 

43. 

44, 

45. 

stable employment, and a pending asylum case that gives him every reason to participate 

in his immigration proceedings. 

Procedural due process at minimum requires notice, an opportunity to be heard, and a 

neutral decision-maker before the government may deprive a person of liberty. The 

government's categorical refusal to conduct any bond hearing—without any individualized 

consideration of Mr. Hernandez's specific circumstances—denies him the procedural 

protections the Constitution guarantees. 

1X. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

COUNT I Violation of the Immigration and Nationality Act 

Petitioner repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates by reference each and every allegation in 

the preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein. 

Respondents are unlawfully detaining Petitioner without bond pursuant to the mandatory 

detention provision at 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A). That provision does not apply to 

Petitioner, who was residing in the United States—not arriving at a border or port of entry 

seeking admission—at the time he was apprehended and placed in removal proceedings. 

Petitioner should be subject to the detention provisions of 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a). He is 

therefore entitled to an individualized custody determination by ICE and, if custody is 

continued, to a custody redetermination (i.e., a bond hearing) by an Immigration Judge 

where the government must demonstrate that detention is warranted based on flight risk or 

danger to the community. 
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47. 

48. 

49, 

50. 

Respondents’ application of 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A) to Petitioner results in his unlawful 

detention without any opportunity for a bond hearing, in direct violation of the INA as 

properly construed. 

COUNT II Violation of the Fifth Amendment Right to Due Process 

Petitioner repeats, re-alleges, and incorporates by reference each and every allegation in 

the preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein. 

The government may not deprive a person of life, liberty, or property without due process 

of law. U.S. Const. amend. V. "Freedom from imprisonment—from government custody, 

detention, or other forms of physical restraint—lies at the heart of the liberty that the Clause 

protects." Zadvydas y. Davis, 533 U.S. 678, 690 (2001). 

Mr. Hernandez has a fundamental interest in liberty and being free from official restraint. 

He is not dangerous. He is not a flight risk. He has a U.S. citizen family friend with whom 

he resides, a stable home, lawful employment, and a pending asylum case that gives him 

every reason to appear for all immigration proceedings. He has no criminal history. There 

is no legitimate governmental interest that justifies his categorical detention without any 

individualized bond determination. 

The government's detention of Petitioner without an individualized custody determination 

or bond hearing—predicated solely on his membership in a broad category of noncitizens 

without any evaluation of whether he individually poses a flight risk or danger—violates 

both procedural and substantive due process under the Fifth Amendment. 

X. PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Pagina 16/19



Case 4:26-cv-00305-O Document1 Filed 03/13/26 Page17of60 PagelD 17 

WHEREFORE, Petitioner Jhon Andres Hernandez, respectfully prays that this Honorable Court: 

(1) Assume jurisdiction over this matter, 

(2) Issue an Order to Show Cause, directing Respondents to show cause within three (3) days 

why this petition should not be granted, pursuant to 28 U.S.C, § 2243. 

(3) Declare that 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a)—and not 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A)is the appropriate 

statutory provision governing Petitioner's detention, because Petitioner was already residing in the 

United States when he was apprehended by ICE and was not a recent arrival "seeking admission" 

at a border or port of entry. 

(4) Issue a Writ of Habeas Corpus and order Petitioner's immediate release from custody on 

reasonable conditions of supervision, to his established residence in Irving, Texas, with the United 

States citizen family friend with whom he has resided since his arrival in the United States; OR, 

in the alternative, 

(5) Order Respondents to provide Petitioner with an individualized bond hearing before an 

Immigration Judge pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) within seven (7) days of this Court's order, at 

which the government must bear the burden of demonstrating by clear and convincing evidence 

that Petitioner poses a flight risk or danger to the community. 

(6) Enjoin Respondents from transferring Petitioner outside the jurisdiction of this Court pending 

resolution of this petition. 

(7) Declare that Respondents' detention of Petitioner without an individualized bond hearing 

violates the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

(8) Award Petitioner his taxable costs, if any; and 
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(9) Grant any other and further relief that this Court deems just, proper, and equitable. 

Respectfully submitted this 2 day of March 2026. 

Then Af 

JHON ANDRES HERNANDEZ 

Petitioner, Pro Se 

c/o Prairieland Detention Center 

1209 Sunflower Lane 

Alvarado, Texas 76009 

Alien Registration No.: A249-072-776 
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VERIFICATION PURSUANT TO 28 U.S.C, § 2242 

I, Jhon Andres Hernandez, hereby declare under penalty of perjury, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, 

that I am the Petitioner named in the foregoing Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, that | have read 

the petition, and that the factual allegations contained therein are true and correct to the best of my 

~ 

knowledge and belief 

Executed this ~ day of March 2026, at Prairieland Detention Center, Alvarado, Texas. 

Thon At 

JHON ANDRES HERNANDEZ 

Petitioner 

_ 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

FORT WORTH DIVISION 

Jhon Andres Hernandez v. Facility Director, Prairieland Detention Center, et al. 

— 
- —__ ee 

Civil Action No. - | Agency File No. > 

LIST OF EXHIBITS 

Exhibit A — Pending Asylum Application (Form [-589) 

Receipt or cover page of Mr. Hernandez's pending asylum application (Form I-589), 

showing that his asylum case is currently in process before the immigration court. 

Exhibit B — Asylum-Based Employment Authorization Document (EAD) 

Copy of Mr. Hernandez's asylum-based Employment Authorization Document (EAD), 

front and back, confirming that he was authorized to work lawfully in the United States. 

Exhibit C — ICE Interim Notice Authorizing Parole (March 22, 2024) 

ICE Interim Notice Authorizing Parole, dated March 22, 2024, issued in lieu of Form I- 

94, reflecting that ICE granted Mr. Hernandez parole under section 212(d)(5)(A) of the 
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INA, Includes ICE Alien Booking Record (Form 1-385) confirming release on March 27, 

2024. 

Exhibit D — Texas Driver's License 

Copy of Mr. Hernandez’s valid Texas Driver's License, confirming his established 

residence and ties to the State of Texas. 

Exhibit E — Proof of Residence in Irving, Texas 

Documents showing Mr. Hernandez's residence in Irving, Texas, with his long-time 

United States citizen family friend, Nydia Sharaai Bernabel, including proof of address 

and supporting correspondence. 
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EXHIBIT A 

Jhon Andres Hernandez v. Facility Director, Prairieland Detention Center, et al, 

Civil Action No. 7 

Agency File No. ;_o<_ 

Exhibit A — Pending Asylum Application (Form [-589) 

Receipt or cover page of Mr, Hernandez's pending asylum application (Form 1-589), showing 

that his asylum case is currently in process before the immigration court. 

Pan hva 317 
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EXHIBIT B 

Jhon Andres Hernandez v. Facility Director, Prairieland Detention Center, et al. 

Civil Action No. __ 

Agency File No. . << 

Exhibit B— Asylum-Based Employment Authorization Document (EAD) 

Copy of Mr. Hernandez's asylum-based Employment Authorization Document (EAD), front and 

back, confirming that he was authorized to work lawfully in the United States, 
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EXHIBIT C 

Jhon Andres Hernandez v. Facility Director, Prairieland Detention Center, et al, 

Civil Action No. _— 

Agency File No. . << 

Exhibit C — ICE Interim Notice Authorizing Parole (March 22, 2024) 

ICE Interim Notice Authorizing Parole, dated March 22, 2024, issued in lieu of Form I-94, 

reflecting that ICE granted Mr. Hernandez parole under section 212(d)(5)(A) of the INA. 

Includes ICE Alien Booking Record (Form I-3 85) confirming release on March 27, 2024. 
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Nationaliy 

Venezuela 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement 

Date: 03/22/2024 

—_— n Referee Ora 
INTERIM NOTICE AUTHORIZING PAROLE 

This letter is to inform you that U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (IC 
parole you from its custody pursuant to its authority under section 212(d)(5)(A) of the lmorndration 

and Nationality Act. This notice is being issued to you in licu of Form 1-94, Arrival-Departure 

Record, see 8 C.F.R. § 235.1(b)(2), and you should maintain a copy of this letter in your possession 
at all times, 

Your parole authorization is valid for one year beginning from the date on this notice and will 

automatically terminate upon your departure or removal from the United States or at the end of the 

one-year period unless ICE provides you with an extension at its discretion. ICE may also 

terminate parole on notice prior to the automatic termination date. Parole is entirely within the 

discretion of ICE and can be terminated at any time and for any reason. Your parole is not valid 
for work authorization and is not an admission in lawful status. 

Parole is conditioned on you complying with the terms and condilions of your release. You must 
noufy [CE and the immigration judge of any address correction or address change. You must 

report for every scheduled hearing before the immigration court and every appointment as directed 

by ICE (including for removal from the United States should you become subject to a final removal 
order). You must not violate any local, State or Federal laws or ordinances. You must comply 
with any other specified conditions if identified separately. 

| certify that I received a copy of this notice. 

ee a tb) 2hz fey 
Alien Name Ke Signature Date 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I certify that on today’s date, | served the respondent a copy of this parole notice by the following 
method (as checked): 

M In person O Other: 

_ leseP prow ee ns er 9 Jer lay _ 
ICE Official Name ICE Official Sfenature Date 

Address: SUBJECT failed to provide Phone: SUBJECT failed to provide
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Fest Name Makde Name | Age” | 3 CountyoiGiership OCS | HERNANDEZ, \TRON ANDRES 

30 VENEZUELA 

Ria OO ls, Cele Ace — | 6. Ofix 
>= — | EPS 

7. Birth Dae = —) 8 Bath Prace TACHIRA, VENEZUELA 7 “= 
— r 4 

| Oe | 10. OSCWASened ~~ ~ at ) Male LJ Female CI Yes [J] No (Explain) ki 

» 

“| 12.Bod Date Posed 

— $ | 
14 Medical Alert KINo “(Yes (Feplainy 

ih - 

Qf. | 

a Yes No 
pia. A : ’ | 

| 

| 

% ta 
™ 

a | SRO ; __10 anh, i 

A eovempsa - 

B 

C 
16. ADMITTED RY: [| 19. RELEASCO TOTI VIR” CT Deport | 22.Rt Index Pant=Ih «| 2a Reindexynt-t 1 - 

<a 

+AnecEé ; 

Blazhy 

a ee. oe | 

17. SEARCHED IN BY: 20. RELEASED BY: | 
mesylate 3 __| 

18. DATE ADMITTED | 21. DATE REL FASED: 

24. Remarks: 

FORM) 13S (08/0 1707) ALIEN BOOKING RECORD t ) 

USTED STATES DEP\ETMENT OF HOMELAND SECU REDS 
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4 eae, US. Citizenship Applicant: SHON ANDRES HERNAN- rl Senn baie 
c 4) and Immigration DEZ Date of Determination: Mar 25, 2024 
4 - | A He 

ANALYSIS 

The applicant has established 

a reasonable possibility of future torture 

rorture Wrilten Analysis 

There is a reasonable possibility that tne severe harm the applicant fears will be inflicted by a pub‘ic official 
or other person acting in an official capacity. The applicant testified that on > <_ Miler driving a 
< patrol vehicle came to the applicant's house and demanded mon ey. The officers threw the applicant 

on the floor, handcuffed him, and beat him. On three CICPC patrol vehicles showed up al the 
applicant's mother-in-law's house. Officers wearing ARE: vests asked for the applicant's documents and 
then tried to forcibly take the applicant with them. The officers then threatened the applicant and said 
“things were not going to stay like that" a‘ter the applicant's family prevented the officers from taking the 
applicant. 

CLP Reasonable Possibility Determination Checklist OO | 7 2/ 2



U.S. Departnent of Homeland Security Notice and Order of Expedited Removal 

~~ J 

DETERMINATION OF INADMISSIBILITY gyant No Sd 

File No: < > ; 

Date: | 

In the Matter of; JHON ANDRES HERNANDEZ 

Pursuant to section 235(b)(1) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (Act), (8 U.S.C, 1225(b)(1)), the 
Department of Homeland Security has determined that you are inadmissible to the United States under 
section(s) 212(a) 0 (6)(C)G); O (6(C)Gi); I (7AYA)(D; O (7AM); G2 (7)(B) (iL); and/or O (7)(B) A) 
of the Act, as amended, and therefore are subject to removal, in that: 

1. You are not a citizen or national of the United States; 

2. You are a native of VENEZUELA and a citizen of VENEZUELA ; 

3. You are an immigrant not in possession of a valid unexpired immigrant visa, reentry 
permit, border crossing card, or other valid entry document required by the Immigration 
and Nationality Act; 

4, to wit, on or about February 12, 2024, you illegally entered the United States at or 
near EL PASO, TX and were not inspected by an Immigration Officer. 

RICARDO ROBLES wei 
Date: 2024.02.12 16:08:34 -07,00 5 7% 

Border Patrel Agent - 0574450850.CBP ea? 
Name and title of immigration officer (Print) Signature of ymmigration oflicer 

ORDER OF REMOVAL 
UNDER SECTION 235(b)(1) OF THE ACT 

Based upon the determination set forth above and evidence presented during inspection or examination pursuant 
lo section 235 of the Act, and by the authority contained in section 235(b)(1) of the Act, you are found to be 
inadmissible as charged and ordered removed from the United States. 

RICARDO ROBLES i 
Date: 2024.02.12 16:08:38 -07:00 3°27 Border Patrol Agent : 0374.459850.CBP Saal 

Name and ttle of immigration officer (Pring) Signature of immigration officer 

ARI N BABICH eae 
Date, 2024.02.12 17.03.43 -07-.09 0 0" 

ACTING/PATROL AGENT IN CHARGE | 
Name and (ite of supervisor (Print) Signature of sapervisor, iPavatlable 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I personally served the original of this notice upon the above-named person on _ 04/12/2024 RICARDO ROBLES. | 
(Date) Date’ 2024.02.12 16.08.47 07,00 

057:4459850,CBP ioe ______ Barder Patrol Agent 
Signature of immigration officer 

Form 1-860 (Rey 08/01/07) 
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EXHIBIT D 

Jhon Andres Hernandez v. Facility Director, Prairieland Detention Center, et al. 

Civil Action No, 

Agency File No. .< 

Exhibit D — Texas Driver's License 

Copy of Mr. Hernandez's valid Texas Driver's License, confirming his established residence and 

ties to the State of Texas. 
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EXHIBIT E 

Jhon Andres Hernandez v, Facility Director, Prairieland Detention Center, et al. 

Civil Action No. | 

Agency File No. <<! 
_—— 

Exhibit EF — Proof of Residence in Irving, Texas 

Documents showing Mr. Hernandez's residence in Irving, Texas, with his long-time United 

States citizen family friend, Nydia Sharaai Bernabel, including proof of address and supporting 

correspondence, 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

FORT WORTH DIVISION 

JHON ANDRES HERNANDEZ, 

Petitioner, 

Civil Action No, _ 

FACILITY DIRECTOR, PRAIRIELAND 

DETENTION CENTER, et al., Agency File No. a 

Respondents, 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Nydia Sharaai Bernabel, hereby certify that on Ha rol _ O o , 2026, | served 
’ vi 

a true and correct copy of the foregoing Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus and all 

accompanying documents upon the following parties by United States Postal Service, First-Class 

Mail, postage prepaid: 

Pieroa FI3
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1. U.S. Attorney's Office, Northern District of Texas 

1100 Commerce Street, 3rd Floor 

Dallas, Texas 75242 

2. Attorney General of the United States 

U.S. Department of Justice 

950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW 

Washington, D.C. 20530 

3. ICE Chief Counsel, Dallas Field Office 

Office of the Principal Legal Advisor 

8101 N. Stemmons Freeway 

Dallas, Texas 75247 

4. Facility director, Prairieland Detention Center (Immediate Custodian) 

1209 Sunflower Lane 

Alvarado, Texas 76009 

5. Petitioner Jon Andres Hernandez (Copy via Detention Center) 
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A249-072-776 

c/o Prairieland Detention Center 

1209 Sunflower Lane 

Alvarado, Texas 76009 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed this O4 day of Unk , 2026, at Irving, Texas. 

Melis aie Bement! 

NYDIA SHARAAI BERNABEL 

On Behalf of Petitioner Jnon Andres Hernandez 

3515 Coker Street, Apartment 108 

Irving, Texas 75062 

Padsina 343
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

PagelD 57 

I, Jhon Andres Hernandez hereby certify that on the date indicated below, | 

placed a true and correct copy of the foregoing Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus and all 

attached Exhibits in the U.S. mail at Prairieland Detention Center, with first-class postage 
prepaid, addressed to each of the following: 

1. 

Date: 0>f09/, JOZL ; Signature: Soa) 

Office of the Clerk 

United States District Court 

Northern District of Texas, Fort Worth Division 

501 West 10th Street, Room 310 

Fort Worth, Texas 76102 

United States Attorney’s Office 

Northern District of Texas 

S01 West 10th Street, Suite 1000 

Fort Worth, Texas 76102 

ICE — Enforcement and Removal Operations (ERO) 

Dallas Field Office 

8101 North Stemmons Freeway 

Dallas, Texas 75247 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Immigration Litigation (OIL) 

P.O. Box 868, Ben Franklin Station 

Washington, D.C. 20044 

Jhon Andres Hernandez, Pro Se 

—<— 
— 

c/o Prairieland Detention Center 1209 Sunflower Lane 

Alvarado, Texas 76009
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‘The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replace 

purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet, 

CIVIL COVER SHEET 
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provided by local rules of court. This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 197: 
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