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CAMPOS IZQUIERDO LAZARO

ALIEN NO: -
FLORENCE CORRECTIONAL COMPLEX - Y-mED  __ LODGED
P.O BOX 6300 . RECENED __ COFY
FLORENCE, AZ 85132
. APR 0 6 2026
PRO SE CLERK U S DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF ARIZONA
Y, DCPUTY
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF ARIZONA
CAMPOS. IZQUIERDO LAZARO | CV26-02363-PHX-JJT—-DMF
. Case No.
Petitioner,
y ALIEN NO: D
s, ,
Luis Rosa Jr, Watden, Central Arizona Florence | PETITION FOR WRIT OF
Cotrectional Complex; HABEAS CORPUS PURSUANT
. Pamela Bondi, Attorney General, U.S, Department of TO 28 U.S.C. § 2241
Justice; and The U.S. Aftorney for the District of '
Atrizona,. et..al,
Respondents.
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BACKGROUND

Petitioner CAMPOS IZQUIERDO LAZARO (“Mr Lazaro” or “Petitioner”) is a native and
Citizen of Cuba. |
On or about 1994, Petitioner came as a refugee and entered the United States.
Petitioner around 03/06/2006, he was ordered removed by an immigration judge, spending several
months in custody of ICE while they attempted to remove him,
When Responds failed to get him a travel document, he was released on supervision later.
ICE re-detained petitioner and they stated that his name had come up in their system but did not state
the reason for his detention and did not provide him with any paperwork.
Petitioner was later transferred to Florence Correctional Complex Arizona,
Petitioner has currently been detained for over 76 days as of today and over 20 years since he was
ordered removed,
On 03/13/2026, ICE removed Mr. Lazaro to Mexico without any notice despite his multiple attempts
asking them where they were planning on removing him to so that he may apply for a fear-based
protection from that country of removal,
Mexico refused to admit MrLazaro to Mexico and ordered him returned to the United States. On
03/13/2026 he was returned to immigration custody in Florence Correctional Complex Arizona and he
informed his deportation officer R.Jones that he wanted to re-open his immigration case and be able to

apply for a fear-based protection from Mexico. He was told to wait.
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LEGAL FRAMEWORK

A writ of habeas corpus is "available to every individual detained within the United States."Hamdi v.

- Rumsfeld, 542 U.S.507.525 (2004) (citing U.S Const., Art1 § 9. CL.2). The essence of the Habeas

corpus is an attack by an a person in custody upon the lagality of that custody, and ...the traditional
function of the wtit is to secure release from illegal custody. "Praiser v. Rodriguez, 411.U.8.
475.484(1973). A court may grant a writ of Habeas corpus to a petitioner who demonstrates to be in
custody in violation fo the constitution or federal law., 28 U.S.C § 2241(C)(3).

Traditionally "the writ of habeas corpus has served as a means of reviewiﬁg the legality of Executive

detention, and it is in that context that is protecfions have been strongest. "LN.S V, St, Cyr.533, U.S, 289,

301 (2001). Accordingly, challenges to immigration-related detention are within the purview of a district
court's habeas jurisdiction. Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.8. 678, 687 (2001); See also Demore v, Him, 538
U.S. 510,517 (2003)

_ CUSTODY STATEMENT
Petitioner is cutrently detained at the Florence Correctional Center in Florence, Arizona, in the custody of
ICE, He has been detained since 01/09/2026, This court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C, § 2241,
| DISCUSSION.

A, JURISDICTION
This action arises under the constitution of the United States and the Immigratidn and Nationality Act, 8
U.8.C § 1101 et Seq.

1. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 and 28 US.C. §
1331. Venue is proper in the District of Arizona because Petitioner is detained in Florence, Arizona,
within this District. This petition challenges only the legality of continued detention, not the underlying
removal ordet. See Zadvydas, 533 U.S. At 688,
2, Because Petitioner challenges his custody, jurisdiction is proper in this court. While the courts of
appeals have jurisdiction to review removal orders through petitions for review, see 8 U.S.C §§ 1252(a)
(1) and (b), the federal district courts have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 to hear petitions by non
citizens challenging the lawfulness of their detention, See, e.g., Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.8. 678, 687-88
(2001): Nadaraiah v. Gonzales_443 F.3d 1069, .1075-76 (9TH Cir. 2006).
Courts have long had jurisdiction to issue writs of habeas corpus to Petitioners held in custody "in
violation of the Constitution or laws or treaties of the United States, "28 1J.SC § 2241(C)(3), Courts carry

3
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out the histotic purpose of the writ, "namely "to relieve detention by executive authorities without judicial
trial "Zadvydas, 533 U.S at 699,

Petitioner does not coniest the government's decision to execute his removal order, but rather Petitioner
contests his dietention resulting from violations of the government's mandatory duties [*5] under certain
statutes, regulations and the constitution the court has jurisdiction to determine the lawfulness of the
Petitioner's detention See Arce v, United States, 899 F.3d 796, 800 (9" CIR.2018)
B. YENUE

3, Venue is proper in the District of Arizona pursuant to 28 U.8.C § 1391(b) and (e)

because a substantial part of the events or omissions giving rise to these claims occurred in this district,
All material decisions have been made at the Phoenix Field Office of Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE), which is located in this judicial district.

4, Venue is proper in this District under 28 U.S,C. 1391 and 28 U.S.C, 2242 because
at least one Respondent is in this District, Petitioner has been taken into custody and is being detained in
this District, Petitioner's immediate physical custodian is located in this District, and a substantial part of
the events giving rise to the claims in this action took place in this District. See generally Rumsfeld v.
Padilla, 542 U.S, 426, 434 (2004) (“the proper respondent to a habeas petition is ‘the person who has
custody over the petitioner”) (citing 28 U,8.C, 2242). {

7. Importantly, if venue is proper at the time of filing, the District Court will retain

jurisdiction even if ICE transfets a petitioner to another district. See Ex Parte Endo, 323 U.8, 283, 304-05
(1944) (rejecting mootness after transfer because “there is no suggestion that there is no one within the
jurisdiction of the District Court who is responsible for the detention of appellant and who would be an
appropriate respondent.”); An;cu'iba v, Dir. Hudson City Corr, Ctr., 17 F4th 434, 446 (3d Cir. 2021)
(*[T}he District Court retained jurisdiction following Argueta’s transfer out of New Jersey because it
already had acquired jurisdiction over Argueta’s properly filed habeas petition that named his then-
immediate custodian.”).

8. This action arises under the Constitution of the United States and the INA, 8
17.8.C§ 1101 ef seq.

9, Petitioner has exhausted any and all administrative remedies to the extent required

by law.
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REQUIREMENTS OF 28 U.S.C § 2243

10.  The Court must grant the petition for writ of habeas corpus or issue an order to
show cause (“OSC”) to Respondents “forthwith,” unless Petitioner is not entitled to relief, 28 U.S.C.§
2243, If an order to show cause is issued, the Court must require Respondents to file a return “within
three days unless for good cause additional time, not exceeding twenty days, is allowed.” Id. (emphasis
added).

11, Courts have long recognized the significance of the habeas statute in protecting
individuals from unlawful detention, The Great Writ has been referred to as “perhaps the most important
writ known to the constitufional law of England, affording as it does a swift and imperative remedy in all
cases of illegal restraint or confinement.” Fay v. Noia, 372 1.8, 391, 400 (1963) (emphasis added).

) PARTIES

12.  Petitioner is a non citizen who is currently detained by Immigration and Customs
Enforcement (ICE) at the Florence Correctional Complex. He is in the custody, and under the direct
control, of Respondents and their agents.

13.  Respondent Luis Rosa Jr is the Waraen of the Central Arizona of the Florence -
Correctional Complex, where on information and belief, Petitioner is currently detained. He is a legal
custodian of Petitioner and is named in his official capacity.

14,  Respondent Christopher McGregor, Director of ICE Enforcement and Removal
Operations, is responsible for Phoenix Field Office of ICE with administrative jurisdiction over
Petitioner's immigration case. He is a legal custodian of Petitioner and is named in his official capacity.

15. Respondent R.Jones, Deportation officer of the United States Immigration and
Customs Enforcement assigned to Petitioner. He is a legal custodian of Petitioner and is named in his
official capacity. ,

16.  Respondent Todd M. Lyons is the Acting Director of ICE, He is a legal custodian of
Petitioner and is named in his official capacity.

17.  Respondent MarkWayne Mullin is the Secretary of the United States Department of
Homeland Security (DHS). 8e is 2 legal custodian of Petitioner and is named in her official capacity.

18.  Respondent Pamela Bondi is the Attotney General of the United States Department

of Justice, She is a legal custodian of Petitioner and is named in her official capacity.
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ARGUMENT
(i). Prolonged detention without changed circumstances

Petitioner argues that his continued detention violates the Fifth Amendment's Due process clause under
the standard set forth by Zadvydas because he has been detained for' over six months and respondents
have not shown a likelihood of effectuating his removal,

Petitioner was ordered removed from the United States on 03/06/2006 which is about 20 years ago plus
the over 75 days he has been in detention since 01/09/2026 to this day aggregates to a period of over 2
months and therefore his removal is not significantly likely to occur in the reasonably foreseeable future,
Respondents have attempted to remove him from United States but have been unable to effectuate his
remova) to Mexico but Mexico rejected to admit him and ordered him returned to the United States.

The courts have held that it is presumptively reasonable for the government to detain an alien for & period
of 6months while it works to effectuate his removal after issuing a final order of removal against him,
Beyond that period, "if removal is not reasonably foreseeable, the court should hold continued detention
unreasonable and no longer authorized by statute" and grant the petition for writ of habeas corpus,
Johnson v. Artega-Martinez, 596 U.S, 573,575,142 S.ct. 1987. 213 L..Ed.2d 125 (2022)

Under this statute, a non-citizen ordered removed must be detained for 90 days pending the government's

offorts to secure the non-citizen's removal., The statute is however limited to "a period reasonably
necessary to bring about [the non-citizen's] removal from the United States and does not permit indefinite
detention,

(ii)Notice of Revocation of Release.

Petitioner argues that his detention violates his Fifth Amendment right to due process because
Respondents failed to comply with the regulations governing "Tc]ontinued detention of Inadmissible...and
other aliens beyond the removal period" set forth in 8C.FR §241.14.

Specifically, Petitioner asserts that, in detaining him on 01/09/2026 and thereafter, ICE failed to provide
him with any "prior notice ot opportunity to tespond”. Prior to his atrest by ICE, petitioner did not receive
atty proper notice and the reasons for his revocation of OSUP instead, his revocation of Release was
given to him on 02/26/2026 and it informed him that he had an interview on 03/05/2026, The interview
on 03/05/2026 did not actually teke place and Mr.lazaro sent an ICE request to ICE on 03/07/2026 asking

about the informal interview he was supposed to have and he got a response that they would inform his

6
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Deportation officer See Exhibit F That means he was not given an opportunity to respond to the reasons
for his revocation of Release and given a chance to submit evidence the support for his review for release
but he was merely told that his travel document for removal had been aftained and still did not state
where he was being removed to.

Petitioner argues that these regulations are designed to protect non-citizens' "liberty and property
interests", so the failure to follow them " constitutes a per se violation of Due process. {citing Accardi

347 U.S, at 266-68).

The Supreme court has recognized that a federal agency's failure to comply with its own regulations

generally tenders the associated agency actions unlawful. See Accardi.347 U.S, at 268, In Accardi, the

court considered a habeas petition filed on behalf of an individual whose application for suspension of
deportation had been denied by the Board of Immigration (BIA), which itself had affirmed a decision by
the Commissioner of Immigration, See id. at 261.263-64, The petition asserted that in denying the
application the Board of Immigration Appeals had failed to follow its own regulations requiring it to
"exercise its own judgment when considering appeals” because the Attorney General had included the
petitioner on a list of "unsavory characters" that he planned to have deported, discussed the list at a press
conference and had the list circulated to the BIA and other relevant agencies before the BIA ruling, such
that the matter had been effectively pre-judged. The Supreme court objected to BIA's "alleged failure to
exercise its own discretion, contrary to existing valid regulations" and remanded the case so that the
petitioner could " receive a new hearing before the Board without the burden of previous proscription by
the list,

To make matters worse, the revocation of Release states petitioner’s name, Alien number the date for the
formal interview but then its not signed by any Authorized official, no name of authorized official and the
title of the authorized official all remain blank. The proof of service is equally not signed by any relevant
agency official which renders the document irrelevant to the Notice of Release.

(iif). Informal Interview

Petitioner also avers that he was not provided with an informal interview at which he could contest his

illegal detention, Pursuant to 8 C.ER. 241.13, petitioner will be afforded an informal interview at which

he will be given an opportunity to respond to the reasons for the revocation and he may submit any
evidence or information he wishes to be reviewed in support of his release. As such, petitioner was not

provided notice and not given an opporfunity to be heard regarding his OSUP revocation promptly when

7
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returned to custody.

A prompt initial interview was not provided to petitioner upon his return into custody but was rather only
given a notice almost 2 months after his return into custody and still only told petitioner that they had got
a travel document for his removal.

It is well established that government agencies are requested to follow their own regulations.
“Delkash,2025 U,S Dist LEXIS 194376, 2025 WL 2683988, (Citing United stafes ex rel Accardi V.
Shaughnessy, 347 US Dist 260,268,74 8. Ct 499,98 [..Ed.681 (1954).

To the extent that respondents failed to follow release revocation procedures, Petitioner's re-detention

should be rendered unlawful See Nazarian, 2025 WL 3236209, Esmail, 2025 US Dist. LEXIS 215203
2025 WL, 3030590,

For this reason, there remains a serious question as to whether petitioner was provided sufficient due
process under 8 C.FR. 241,13()(3)

"Section 241(a) of the Immigration and Nationality act (INA), codified at 8 U.S.C §1231(a), authorizes
the detention of non citizens who have been ordeted removed from the United States. "Johnson v. Artega-
Martinez. 596 U.S. 573, 575, 142 8. Ct. 1987, 213 L.Ed. 2D 125 (2022), Under this statute, a non citizen

ordered removed must be detained for 90 days pending the government's efforts to secure the non

citizen's removal. The statute is however limited to "a period reasonably necessary to bring about [the non
citizen's] removal from the United states and does not permit indefinite detention.

Petitioner contends that his detention that "his detention is not authorized by statute or due process
because the 6 months presumptively reasonable period for detaining him expired in 2020 when he was
ordered removed by an immigration judge. Here there is no significant likelihood that petitioner will be
removed in the reasonably f;)reseeable future after being placed in detention for an extended period of

over 100 days since 11/16/2025 when Respohdents returned him to custody in Arizona.
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(IV). ICE's failure to allow petitioner seek relief from 3rd country remgyal,
26.  The Government itself has repeatedly acknowledged this right to notice and an opportunity to

seek relief, including recently before the U.S, Supreme Court. Transcript of Oral Argument at 33, Riley v,
Bondi, 23-1270 (2025) ("We would have to give the person notice of the third country and give them the

oppottunity to raise a reasonable fear of torture or persecution in that third country,"); see also Transcript
of Oral Argument at 20-21, Johnson v. Guzman Chavez, 594 U.8, 523 (2021). Specifically, if ICE were to
attempt to temove a non citizen to country not designated on their removal order and the non citizen's
removal proceedings would have to be reopened for the IJ to designate the alternative country of removal
and for the non citizen to apply for any fear-based relief in withhblding-only proceedings, See Aden v.
Nielsen, 409 F. Supp. 3d 998, 1006-10 (W.D. Wash, 2019); accord 8 U.S.C. § 1231 (b)(3)(A); 8 C.FR. §
1240.10(f); 8 C.ER. § 1240.11(c)(1).

ICE refused to disclose to Mr, Lazaro that Mexico was to be the countty for his removal so that he
could apply for a fear-based protection relief. This in itself is a violation of Due process,
Release is the most common and appropriate remedy for a Zadvydas violation., (ordering release under
appropriate conditions ICE could not show progress in removal Cuba.
To order MrLazaro's immediate release, this Court need only determine that his removal is not

reasonably foreseeable under Zadvydas.

(V). ICE's Failure to Comply with Its Own regulations Viclates the Due Process Clause and

the APA Pursuant to Accardi,
27.  The Government itself has repeatedly acknowledged this right to notice and an opportunity to

seek relief, including recently before the U.S, Supteme Court. Transcript of Oral Argument at 33, Riley v.
Bondi, 23-1270 (2025) ("We would have to give the person notice of the third country and give them the
opportunity to raise a reasonable fear of totture or persecution in that third country,"); see also Transcript
of Oral Argument at 20-21, Johnson v. Guzman Chavez, 594 U.8, 523 (2021), Specifically, if ICE were to
attempt to remove a non citizen to country not designated on their removal order and the non citizen's
removal proceedings would have to be reopened for the IJ to designate the alternative country of removal
and for the non citizen to apply for any fear-based relief in withholding-only proceedings. See Aden v.
Nielsen, 409 F, Supp. 3d 998, 1006-10 (W.D. Wash. 2019); accord 8 U.8.C. § 1231 (b)(3)(A); B C.ER. §
1240.10(D); 8 C.ER. § 1240.11(c)(1).
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Agencies are bound to follow their own policies that affect the fundamental rights of individuals,
including self-imposed policies and processes that limit otherwise discretionary decisions. See Accard
347 U.S. at 267 (holding that BIA must follow its own regulations in its exercise of discretion); Morton v,
Ruiz, 415 U.8. 199, 235 (1974) ("Where the rights of individuals are affected, it is incumbent upon
agencies to follow their own procedures ....even where the internal procedures are possibly more rigorous
than otherwise would be required.").
28, When agencies fail to adhere to their own policies as required by Accardi, courts frame the
violation as & due process violation or as arbitrary, capricious, and contrary to Jaw under the APA. See
Sameeny, Inc. v. United Sates Air Force, 147 F. 3d 1148, 1153 (STH Cir. 1998) ("An agency's failure to
follow its own regulations tends to cause unjust discrimination and deny adequate notice and
consequently may result in a violation of an individual's constitutional right to due process.")
29, To remedy an Accardi violation, a court may direct the agency to propetly apply its policy, or a
court may apply the policy itself and order relief consistent with the policy. Damus v. Nielsen, 313 F.
Supp. 3d 317, 343 (D.D.C, 2018) ("[Tlhis Court is simply ordering that Defendants do what they already
admlit is required.™); Jimenez v. Cronen, 317 F. Supp. 3d 626, 657 (D. Mass. 2018) (scheduling bail
hearing to review petitioners' custody under ICE's standards because "it would be particularly unfair to
require that petitioners remain detained .., while ICE attempts to remedy its failure."). '
Accordingly, this Court should order Mr.Lazaro 's release on the same conditions with which he was
previously complying,

(VD). The third (Mexico) rejected to receive Mr. Lazaro,
Mexico rejected to accept Mr. Lazaro in their country and he was ordered to be returned back to The
United States. Mexico officials claimed that they would not accept someone whose medical condition -
was dire, Mr. Lazaro has AMYOTROPHIC LATERAL ESCLEROSIS (ALS) and has suffered a mini-
stroke and as a result, Mr. Lazaro has lost his mobility and he is now confined in a wheel chair and he is
afraid that his health could even get worse because he is not receiving the treatment he is supposed to.
Mr. Lazaro suffered greatly since his return to ICE custody where he has seen his health declining
because he has not been given adequate medical attention like he was receiving it before his

incarceration.

10
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CLAIMS FOR RELIEF
COUNT I — (PROLONGED DETENTION) VIOLATIONS of 8 U.S.C. § 1231 (a)(6)
30,  Mr Lazaro re-alleges and incorporates by reference the paragraphs above as though fully set forth

herein,
31. 8 US.C. § 1231 (a)(6), as interpreted by the Supreme Court in Zadvydas, authorizes detention
only from " a petiod of reasonably necessary to bring about the aliens removal from the United States, "
533 U.8. 689, 701.
32, The 90-day removal period and the six month presumptive reasonably petiod from Zadvydas have
long since expired ,and Mr. Lazaro removal is still not reasonably foreseeable, Therefore, his

continued detention violates 8§ U.S.C, § 1231 (a)(6) and requires his immediate release.

COUNT II - VIOLATION OF THE DUE PROCESS CLLAUSE OF THE
FIFTH AMENDMENT

33.  MrLazaro re alleges and incorporates by reference the paragraphs above as though fully set forth

herein,

34,  The Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment forbids the Government from depriving any
peréon of liberty without due process of law, U.S. Const. Amend. V. Respondents were required to
provide Mr.Lazaro with notice and a meaningful opportunity to re-open his immigration case and allow
him an opportunity to raise a reasonable fear-based claim of torture or persecution before being removed

to any third country,

COUNT III - UNLIKFLIHOOD OF REMOVAL TO CUBA

35, My Lazaro re alleges and incorporates by reference the paragraphs above as though fully set forth

herein.
36.  Courts must "hold unlawful and set aside agency action" that is "arbitrary, capricious, an abuse of

discretion, or otherwise not in accordance with law." 5 U.S.C. § 706 (2)(A).

COUNT IV - ICE's failure to allow petitioner seek relief from 3rd country removal (Mexico).

11

e e L L L T L e A T SR e o s e 4P 3 v



O o8 ~1 v ot BoWw b

10
11

12

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22
23
24
25

26

27

28

Case 2:26-cv-02363-JJT--DMF Document 1  Filed 04/06/26

Page 12 of 27

COUNT V - ICE's Failure to Comply with Its Own regulations Violates the Due Process Clause and the

APA Pursuant to Accardi.
INCORPORATION OF EXHIBITS
- TABLE OF CONTENTS
EXHIBIT INDEX OF DOCUMENTATION SUBMITTED PAGE(S)

A Notice Of Revocation Of Release \ 2
B ICE reply 01/16/2026 1
C ICE reply on medical 1
D ICE reply 1
E ICE reply on TD 1
F ICE reply on TD 1
G

12
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Petitioner respectfully requests that this court:
1. Assume jurisdiction over this matter;
2. Order-Respondents to show cause why the writ should not be granted within three days, and set a
hearing on this Petition within three days of the return, as required by 28 US.C. § 2243,
3. Grant the writ of habeas corpus and order Petitioner's immediate release under the previous Order
Of supervision;
4. Declare that Petitioner's detention violates 8 U.8.C. § 1231 and the Fifth Amendment's Due
Process Clause;
5. Enjoin Respondents from further detention absent a significant likelihood of removal in the
reasonably foreseeable future;
6, Grant such other relief as the Court deems just and proper.
Respectfully submitted this@3__day of 20,2026

Signed by:

CAMPOS IZQUIERDO LAZARO

Petitioner, Pro Se.

13
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District Court for the District of Arizona, this Petition for Habeas Corpus.' I,
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on ozg’gam, 2026, Petitioner filed with the United States

CAMPOS
I1ZQUIERDO LAZARO Pro Se, do hereby state that I caused a copy of Petition for Habeas Corpus to

be served upon the listed individuals below at the indicated addresses via certified U.S. mail (in the event

the Court does not issue the summons).
TOQ: Luis Rosa Jr, Warden

Central Arizona Florence Correctional

Complex
1155 North Pinal Pkwy,
Florence, AZ 85132

Todd Lyons, Acting Director
1J.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement ‘
500 12th St. SW

Washington, DC 20536

Pamela Bondi, Attorney General
U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave,, NW
Washington, DC 20530-0001

2. Jenes , Deportation Officer
United States Immigration and
Custom Enforcement

3250 N. Pinal Parkway Avenue,
Florence, AZ 85132

14

Signed by: __

Christopher MeGregot, Director

ICE Enforcement and Remova! Operations,
Phoenix Field Office

2035 N. Central Ave,

Phoenix, AZ 85004

MarkWayne Mullin, Secretary

U.S. Department of Homeland Security
2707 Martin Luther King Jr. Ave. SE
Washington, DC 20528

United States Attorney

United States Attorney's Office
District of Arizona

Two Renaissance Square

40 N, Central Ave., Suite 1800
Phoenix, AZ 85004-4449

ICE Field Office
2035 N. Central Avenue,
Phoenix, AZ 85004

CAMPOS 1ZQUIERDO LAZARO

Petitionet, Pro Se.
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EXHIBIT A

Notice of Revocation Of Release



Case 2:26-cv-02363-JJT-DMF  Document 1~ Filed 04/06/26 YE@@ 27

.. N
PN

L Qffice of Enforcement and Removal Operations

- O U.8, Depariment of Homeland Security
Phoenix Fisld Office

2035 N, Central Avenue

Phoenix, AZ 85004

U.S. Immigration
and Customs
Enforcement

Alien Name: CAMPOS Izquierdo, Lazaro
Alien Number: >v<
A

Notice of Revocation of Release

Your release on the order of supetvision (OSUP) issued to you on or about April 6, 2004, is

hereby revoked. You will remain detained in U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE)
custody at this time. ' ;

[] Your release has been revoked pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 241.4(l), for the following reason(s):
] The purposes of release have been served.
[ You viclated a condition of your release. Specifically, you....

O 1tis appropriate to enfotce the removal order entered against you as ICE has the
ability and means to effectuate your removal,

[} ICE has obtained a travel document and scheduled your removal to take place
no later than.....

[1ICE is seeking a travel document to effect your expeditious removal to....

[T] On you were ordered removed to but you were granted withholding of
removal to Your case is under review for removal to an alternate country.

Your conduct, or other circumstance, indicates that release is no longer
appropriate. Specifically, you....

OR
Your release has been revoked pursuant to 8 CF.R. § 241.13(l); for the following reason(s);
] You violated a condition of your release. Specifically, you

] Cireumstances have changed such that there is a significant likelihood of removal
in the reasonably foreseeable future., :

wWwWw.ice.gov
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Notice to Alien. of Revocation_of Release
CAMPOS Izquierdo, Lazaro, —-<Cuba
Page 2 of 3 '

ICE has obtdined a travel document and scheduled your removal to take place
no later than April 2026.

[} ICE is seeking a travel document to effect your expeditious removal to [insert
country of removal],

] On [insert Date], you were ordered removed to [insert Country], but you
were granted withholding of removal to [insert Country]. Your case is undet
review for removal to an alternate country.

Notice of Informal Interview

On March 5, 2026, you will be afforded an informal interview at which you will be given an
opportunity to respond to the reasons for this revocation. You may submit any evidence or -
information you wish to be reviewed in support of your release.

Penalties for Failure o Comply with Order of Removal

Vou are advised that you must demonstrate that you are making reasonable efforts to comply
with the order of removal and that you are ¢ooperating with ICE’s efforts to remove you by
taking whatever actions ICE requests to affect your removal, You are also advised that any
willfil Tailure or tefusal on your part to make timely application in good faith for travel or other
documents necessary for your departure, or any conspiracy or actions to prevent your removal or
obstruct the issuance of a travel document, may subject you to criminal prosecution under 8
U.8.C. § 1253(a) and civil penalties under 8 U.8.C. § 13244,

CHRISTOPHER D Digitaly signed by "

CHRISTOPHER D MCGREGOR

MCGREGOR Date: 2026,02.26 09:03:08 -07'00'

Christopher D. McGregor Date
Acting Field Office Director :

T R
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EXHIBIT B

ICE reply 01/16/2026
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L U R S— 1 ——— Y

FLORENCE SERVICE PROCESSING CENTER
DETAINEE REQUEST FORM

i—-
Date / Fecha: @ng 9 Unit/ Unidad:»

Name / Su Nombre: L0 720 £ el i } (A2 AJ

e

v
File No.# / Numero de Expedientem_ Nationality / Paiz: g:?.zr'ég

#* MARI YOQUR RTOL 751/ WARQUER SU SCLACITUD **

m @\ Speak to Deportation Officer / Hublar con mi Official de Deportacion
Prints, Pictures / Huellas, Fotos

()

™)
-

Additional time in Law Library / Tiempo adicional en la biblioteca de la ley

= D Special access call / Acceso especial al teléphono Heceived
i D Special visit / la visita especial JAN 16 200
® [ complaint/Queja OHSACE/EROFLOREN
< D Permission to receive property / Permiso para recevir propiedad

rd D Other Request / Otra solicitud

Have you been to court? [ | Yes/Si Date of Arrival here? /% {2076

Usted ya fue a su primer corte? [ No Fecha de entrada aqui?
Explain/Explicar: iflum VOEDE Lk 2D Bk ke TR 4
11 L\gf}ﬂﬁa@ faide ] w Faopal e ;}Q A M) ‘7{%! o €A o TE

AND i OT et ol ity \“é}wm 1A s “*%ﬂ T T L xﬁe*“é;a.sﬁé‘ st i&\ lzé"ﬂf%, &3

i o
’ﬁF\WA f

INS USE ONLY
Completed? ﬁ Yes [ | No Officer 3%14 a. Date: | [{7{20

Remarks: ‘(fw 1\.'.\,4_ " R\ \ ech C.NW‘HLjfl lm\,-t( fJawMzml'{.

Return completed forms to SDEQ daily for inclusion in detainee’s detention file,
GiDET_MGT\Detainee Requesi

w O UESAM BT
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- EXHIBIT C

Ice Detainee reply on Medical
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Tracking g»v -< flapoived
FER D A
FLORENCE SERVICE PROCESSING CENTER b

DETAINEE REOQUEST FORM
Date / Fecha: 7/77 Unit/ Unidad: >A<- Bed / Cama:

Name / Su Nombre: giﬂmy@" / @@,{rf"fa&al‘ima’?{)
File Nou# / Numero de Expediente: M Nationality / Paiz:_/50
MA
++ MARK YOUR REQUEST/ MOr QuE st soLIcrTUD **

Speak to Deportation Officer / Hablar con mi Official de Deportacion

|| Prints, Pictures / Huellas, Fotos

Additional time in Law Library / Tiempo adicional en la biblioteca de la ley
Special access call / Acceso especial al teléphone

Special visit / 1a visita especial

Complaint / Queja

Permission to receive property / Permiso para recevir propiedad
Other Request / Otra solicitud |

\pO3HD
8 N

Have you been to court? ] Yes/Si Date of Arrival here?
Fecha de entrada aqui?

Usted ya fue a su primer corte? 1 No

L hr Hep o Dﬂ- a0 By "LF M."' F st

Wiy Pﬂ)ml 17 il A{Mam ™ ”DTML‘"’L/ _,.iﬁ-:mfj)s 6 LGN G ia#:-*—\ P T Di1e HES [
Completed? jZers [ Neo Officer ' e — Date: %ﬂﬂ
J

Remarks: ) NEED Munledl ATTENTION N7 YSHEELF A/ SIl(hls
A (BAVING VEEL S008)

Ny
k

Return completed forms to SDEO daily for inclusion in detaines’s detention file,
G:DET_MGT\Detaince Reguest
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EXHIBIT D

Ice Detainee reply
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Tracking ¢ [ el

FLORENCE SERVICE PROCESSING CENTER
DETAINEE REQUEST FORM

Date / Fecha: 3/¢  Unit/ Unidad: _ —<Bed / Cama:

Name / Su Nombre: Eemsns (2 ficeern !5‘ P
File No# / Numero de Expedientm———y = [Nationality / Paiz:_2.0 o

** MARK YOUR REQUEST / MARQUE SU SOLICITUD **

z Speak to Deportation Officer / Hablar con mi Official de Deportacion
Prints, Pictures / Huellas, Fotos |

Additional time in Law Library / Tiempo adicional en la biblioteca de la ley

Special access call / Acceso especial al teléphono ﬁ@‘ﬁ@?\/ec&
Special visit / la visita especial : B MAR 05 200
Complaint / Queja i H‘;‘/’CE/ERO'FLQ-'?PM.'T

Permission to receive property / Permlso para recevir propiedad
Other Request / Otra solicitud

\Np©3 8 ped
DDDDDDD

Have you been to court? [] Yes/Si Date of Arrival here? /&7/ 206
Usted ya fue a su primer corte? [ No Fecha de entrada aqui?
Explain/Explicar: Mz@uc_&/ﬂw MM&W&MMMW
Condd spard ez 122650 2.4 22 1808 2, éw Aete, IMGSln0 Fe Lo

s HEE Gty Mdﬂ

i n@ﬁ’ﬁa

it o
Completed? E Yes [1 No Officer AOQ&Z{V Date: 3/w/7 &

RemarkS'Tf Houv— &;@JN Ve ol ms&)awoqma to Maﬁé /{m
oyl Mc&/‘o@/ond woucm/- a \\{‘Zmlzzjr Pt maeedrrp st

Return completed forms fo SDEO daily for inclusion in detainee’s detention file,
GiDET_MGT\Detalnce Request

“-'3‘;,);
7 AL

!

i,

wT.
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EXHIBIT E

Ice Detainee reply
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v A
Tracking #A

FLORENCE SERVICE PROCESSING CENTER
DETAINEE REQUEST FORM

Date / Fecha: {4 Umt/Umdad:> <_Bed/Cama:

Name / Su Nombre: (Yapyza s, zgusanso ! bizmrey—

e

File No.# / Numero de Expedlente.>—<_m_ Mationality / Paiz:_ 0.0
** MARK YOUR REQUEST / MARQUE SU SOLICITUD **

Speak to Deportation Officer / Hablar cen mi Official de Deportacion
Prints, Pictures / Huellas, Fotos ' ,
Additional time in Law Library / Tiempo adicional en la biblioteca de la ley

Special access call / Acceso especial al teléphono aenihe

Special visit / 1a visita especial AR U 6
Complaint / Queja

T [ i!u‘hi[(r”
Permission to receive property / Permiso para recevir propled d

Other Request / Otra solicitud

WCEL =t
OOO0OO0R

" Have you been te court? [] Yes/ Si Date of Arrival here?
| Usted ya fue a su primer corte? I No Fecha de entrada aqui?
| Explain/Explicar: (004 To puus Tlat Ly Qt)%“[ DI \ & et i@V ly Qqug_g. T _ao 12dS

AN S gy §: F Lusowld LikeTp 41@4- Ao P /Y 7741/(& TWorsr s o

oo sad o @ot e Whn‘ﬁ" (ﬁ-’ \ ot Mmtcvqu/ﬁ»uﬁuo
! J AT A C@F\/QI’ Y17 Lr)awmd—d?!s ‘—74:2-/ Cga?;@/z) sl

INS USE &;JY
Completed? m Yes [] No Officer . Date: j% AP

Remarks: v ca,nmé éﬁu/@ e oY . ‘>/or/ e, fa‘ma{
oedle— Lo  Mexieo. V-

Souv— -C\e Lﬂab net- aw\ueﬂ/ '! /Z%rrnce umL

Return completed Forms to SDEQ daily for 1nclus|on in detainee’s deéention file.
G:DET_MGT\Detainee Request
NPT

T

A R SRR 7 ek et o onee 1<+ - < —an e nrimen — - e~ e
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EXHIBIT F

Ice Detainee reply
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FLORENCE SERVICE PROCESSING CENTER
DETAINEE REOQUEST FORM

Date / Fecha: ‘5/ Unit / Unidad: »» ed/Cama:

Name / Su Nombre.&@ s 3%5 il Jzaned
File No.# / Numero de Expedlente:m__ Nationalivy / Paiz: /" (A] §ﬁ"

** MARK YOUR REQUEST / MARQUE SU - SOLICITUD **

JZ Speak to Deportation Officer / Hablar con mi Official de Deportacion
Prints, Pictures / Huellas, Fotos

Additional time in Law Library / Tiempo adicional en la Bibliateoa de 1a ley
Special access cali / Acceso especial al teléphono SR

Special visit / la visita especial
Complaint / Queja

Permission to receive property / Permiso para recevir propiedad
Other Request / Otra solicitud

f“,‘i ‘j‘i .

WXEL L
o

Have you been to court? ] Yes /Si Date of Arrival here?

: Usted ya fue a su primer corte? I Ne Fecha de entrada aqui?
\ Cxplain/Explicar: | Zgy ciliaQ a copy OF o Dnnule SPecms (8 Lons pblB et on
t § ikl x.»gf populel Lilh & ZO S cv -/ oy " -,/_ SR p2) B
AL Poar 178 P AN Ty strach 5 2028 bu? > &ZM@« Loer? >
Dipendls st e’ T s rthen? ,‘/ av oy ugy ffoa G s Tl

INS USE GzNLI\/(’/W
Completed? $ Yes [] No Officer Date: 3/5 Z 2y
Remarks: //\9 P vxo[;?f_u) A eeﬂ_-_l_mmé Ne 61ﬁ7[r“e e

4 , - ; i
. ;ﬂm..mf/ - L il o TAE Rt f_ AL S =77 Jl-'k I

Return completed forms to SDEO daily for inclusion in detainee’s detention file.
G:DET_MG'T\Detalnee Request
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