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CAMPOS IZQUIERDO LAZARO 
ALIEN NO: ll 
FLORENCE CORRECTIONAL COMPLEX - 
P.O BOX 6300 
FLORENCE, AZ 85132 

PRO SE 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

L 

_YCRILED LODGED 
RECEIVED ____ COPY 

APR 0 6 2026 

GLERK U § DISTRICT COURT 
DISTRICT OF ARIZONA 

BY DEPUTY 

DISTRICT OF ARIZONA 

CAMPOS IZQUIERDO LAZARO 

Petitioner, 

Vs, 

Luis Rosa Jr, Warden, Central Arizona Florence | 
Correctional Complex; 

. Pamela Bondi, Attorney General, U.S, Department of 
Justice; and The U.S. Attorney for the District of 
Arizona,, et..al, 

Respondents. 

' CV26-02363-PHX-JJT--DMF 

Case No. 

ALIEN NO: al 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF 
HABEAS CORPUS PURSUANT 
TO 28 U.S.C. § 2241 
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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 Mr.Lazato 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., ArtI_§ 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 writ is to secure release from illegal custody. “Praiser v. Rodriguez, 411.U,5, 

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 reviewing the legality of Executive 

detention, and it is in that context that is protections have been strongest. "LN.S V, St. Cyr533, 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.S. 678, 687 (2001); See also Demore v, Him, 538 

U.S. 510,517 (2003) 

CUSTODY STATEMENT. 

Petitioner is currently 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 Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 

U.S.C § 1101 et Seq. 

1. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 and 28 U.S.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 order. 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.S. 678, 687-88 

(2001): Nadarajah 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 ULSC § 2241(C)(3). Courts carry 
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out the historic purpose of the writ, "namely "to relieve detention by executive authorities without judicial 

trial "Zadvydas, 533 U.S at 699. 

Petitioner does not contest 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. VENUE 

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

because a substantial part of the events or omissions giving tise 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 tise 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.S.C, 2242). 

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

jurisdiction even if ICE transfers a petitioner to another district, See Ex Parte Endo, 323 U.S. 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.”); Anariba y, Dir, Hudson City Corr, Ctr, 17 F4th 434, 446 Gd 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 

U.S,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 constitutional law of England, 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). 

. 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 Warden 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). ale is a legal custodian of Petitioner and is named in her official capacity. 

18. | Respondent Pamela Bondi is the Attorney 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 

temoval 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 a 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 

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, 

(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 “[c]ontinued detention of Inadmissible...and 

other aliens beyond the removal period" set forth in 8C.F.R §241,14. 

Specifically, Petitioner asserts that, in detaining him on 01/09/2026 and thereafter, ICE failed to provide 

him with any "prior notice or opportunity to respond", Prior to his arrest by ICE, petitioner did not receive 

any 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 take place and Mrlazaro 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 attained 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 

genetally renders 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, 

(iti). 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.E.R. 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 opportunity 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 states ex rel Accardi_V. 

Shaughnessy, 347 US Dist 260,268.74 S. Ct 499,98 L.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.F, 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 ordered removed from the United States, "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 efforts to secure the non 

citizen's removal. The statute is however limited to "a petiod 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 foreseeable future after being placed in detention for an extended period of 

over 100 days since 11/16/2025 when Respondents returned him to custody in Arizona, 
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(IV). ICE!s failure to allow petitioner seek relief from 3rd country remoyal. 

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 

opportunity 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.S, 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 y, 

Nielsen, 409 F, Supp. 3d 998, 1006-10 (W.D. Wash. 2019); accord 8 U.S.C. § 1231 (b)(3)(A); 8 C.ER. § 

1240,10(f); 8 CFR. § 1240.11(c)(1). 

ICE refused to disclose to Mr. Lazaro that Mexico was to be the country 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 Mr,Lazaro'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 Violates 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. 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 

opportunity 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.S, 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.S.C. § 1231 (b)(3)(A); 8 CER. § 

1240.10(f); 8 C.RR. § 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 Accardi, 

347 US, at 267 (holding that BIA must follow its own regulations in its exercise of discretion); Morton v. 

Ruiz, 415 U.S, 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 a due process violation or as arbitrary, capricious, and contrary to law under the APA. See 

Sameena, Inc, v. United Sates Air Force, 147 F. 3d 1148, 1153 (9TH 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 properly 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) ("[T]his Court is simply ordering that Defendants do what they already 

admit is required."); Jimenez y. 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. 

Mz, 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 U.S.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.S. 689, 701. 

32, The 90-day removal period and the six month presumptive reasonably period 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 Ui — VIOLATION OF THE DUE PROCESS CLAUSE OF THE. 

FIFTH AMENDMENT 

33. Mr.Lazaro 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 

person 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 Ill - UNLIKELTHOOD OF REMOVAL TO CUBA 

35, Mr. 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). 
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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 

Cc ICE reply on medical 1 

D ICE reply 1 

E ICE reply on TD 1 

F ICE reply on TD 1 

G 
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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 U.S.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.S.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 prope, 

Respectfully submitted thisO3 day of 20,2026 

Signed by: 

CAMPOS IZQUIERDO LAZARO 

Petitioner, Pro Se. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on 03/30 _, 2026, Petitioner filed with the United States 

District Court for the District of Arizona, this Petition for Habeas Corpus. I, CAMPOS 

IZQUIERDO 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). 

TO: Luis Rosa Jr, Warden 
Central Arizona Florence Correctional 
Complex 
1155 North Pinal Pkwy, 
Florence, AZ 85132 

Todd Lyons, Acting Director 
U.S. Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement 
500 12th St. SW 

Washington, DC 20536 

Pamela Bondi, Attorney General 
US. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20530-0001 

Q:Tenws , Deportation Officer 
United States Immigration and 
Custom Enforcement 
3250 N, Pinal Parkway Avenue, 

Florence, AZ 85132 

14 

Signed by: 

Christopher McGregor, Director 
ICE Enforcement and Removal Operations, 
Phoenix Field Office 
2035 N, Central Ave, 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Mark Wayne 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 IZQUIERDO LAZARO 

Petitioner, Pro Se, 

i 
i 
i 
i
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EXHIBIT A 
Notice of Revocation Of Release 
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( 
ng meng GERD YY 
ir 1h Beer et oa cy Cos U.S, Department of Homeland Security 
ty Eines ome ss Phoenix Pislkd Office 

2035 N. Central Avenue 

Phoenix, AZ 85004 

U.S. Immigration 
and Customs 
Enforcement 

Alien Name: CAMPOS Izquierdo, Lazaro 
Alien Number: ba 

— 

Notice of Revocation of Release 

Your release on the order of supervision (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(1), for the following reason(s): 

[| The purposes of release have been served. 

[-] You violated a condition of your release. Specifically, you... 

1 itis appropriate to enforce the removal order entered against you as ICE has the 
ability and means to effectuate your removal. 

LI ICE has obtained a travel document and scheduled your removal fo take place 
no later than..... 

(_] ICE is seeking a travel document to effect your expeditious removal to.... 

[“] 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 C.F.R. § 241.13(i), for the following reason(s): 

[-] You violated a condition of your release, Specifically, you 

SX ‘Circumstances have changed such that there is a significant likelihood of removal! 

in the reasonably foreseeable future. | 

www.ice.gov 

eo Office of Enforcement and Removal Operations 
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Notice to Alien. of Revocation of Release 

CAMPOS Jaqulerdo Lazaro, | eg Cuba 

ICE has obtained 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], 

(J On [insert Date], you were ordered removed to [insert Country], but you 

were granted withholding of removal to [insert Country]. Your case is under 

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 to Comply with Order of Removal 

You are advised that you must demonstrate that you are making reasonable efforts to comply 

with the order of removal and that you are cooperating with ICE’s efforts to remove you by 

taking whatever actions ICE requests to affect your removal. You are also advised that any 

willful failure or refusal 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.S.C. § 1253(a) and civil penalties under 8 U.S.C. § 1324d, 

CHRISTOPHER D _ Disitally signed by 
CHRISTOPHER D MCGREGOR 

MCGREGOR Date: 2026.02.26 09:03:08 -07'00" 

Christopher D. McGregor 
Date 

Acting Field Office Director 

o
T
,
 
t
e
e
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EXHIBIT B 
ICE reply 01/16/2026
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FLORENCE SERVICE PROCESSING CENTER 

DETAINEE REQUEST FORM 

Date / Fecha: Off 3 Rr ——_ 

Name /Su Nombre: Cys (G4 _ #26 Aivck oo | LAZ Ae 

File No.# / Numero de i Nationality / Paiz: etboad 

** MARK YOUR RUG irk / A AURQUE SU SOLICITU: 

 #) me Speak to Deportation Officer /Hiblar con mi Official de Deportacion 

all [ ] Prints, Pictures / Huellas, Fotos 

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

oF [| Special access call / Acceso especial al telephono Meceived 

ett C] Special visit / la visita especial | «SAN 18 2026 

® CI Complaint / Queja | OHS/ICE/ERO/FLORENGE 
sa) [] Permission to receive property / Permiso para recevir propiedad 

2” [J Other Request / Otra solicitud 

Have you been to court? [_] Yes/ Si Date of Arrival here? if of 249%. 

| Usted ya fue a su primer corte? [] No Fecha de entrada aqui? 

Explain/Explicar: Pty yok bevy Wii @h) O13 wat. Crise ¢ 
wet aa 4 

ff ft . £3 yee. patties, 

. i” wold? fa, : A £ Fe SADR F fad be. the Ba, be fed hud ftw “ fe oe BR 8 AER few 

MO IT iva ahs 2 ma ett edo? lien : Pdte ‘se seat aa st fey __eeQue 

INS USE ONLY 
Completed? Lit Yes ['] No Officer Shy, Date: / (7/26 

. fin 

| = RMA, j 

Remarks: Y hea % i \ och £ ret pul | care ( deev mtn be 

Return completed forms to SDEO daily for inclusion in detainee’s detention file, 
G:DET_MGT\Detainee Request 

n RPE ESA BAS 
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EXHIBIT C_ 
Ice Detainee reply on Medical 



Case 2:26-cv-02363-JJT--DMF Document1 Filed 04/06/26 Page 21 0f 27 

Tracking i 
FraAceVyed 

PER UU Alb 

FLORENCE SERVICE PROCESSING CENTER ®}Ohi0he see 

DETAINEE REQUEST FORM 

. ee 
Date / Fecha: Yin Unit / Unidad: _e——id™Y Bed / Cama: 

Name / Su Nombre: “yi ithe \ bans 

a ‘ ee : ; : 
File No.# / Numero de Expediente: 7 — | Nationality / Paiz: “440 

A 
** MARK YOUR REQUEST | MO ROUE SU SOLICITUD ** 

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 

Special visit / la visita especial 

Complaint / Queja 

Permission to receive property / Permiso para recevir propiedad 

Other Request / Otra solicitud | \@
 
2
3
0
6
2
 

D
O
O
O
O
O
U
I
N
 

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

sn Usted va fue a su primer corte? On No — Fecha de entrada aqui? 

L cub leven t LUT HAD LE ali ag LL se: ot tas ss te sie 2 hs an ; 

by L fp Med be lta Ds tied : wad Whey Bint cttedn Wd Ds MMe tte Ea pita: YD 

5 Dit Pensa Anos ie teen sea Me AD act Ovi Aus bl way 55 LE Dp 3. 6 Lok Ui 

eye ly ale Meade (ev Smee 2 Er ares ine PRODUIT ELT De HEF 

Completed? Wf Yes [] No Officer fi Wa— Date: Ufo !te 

Remarks: |}_Ua) VEE) MEDICA ATL abt | A, + Wet YOULL Gh!) SICKELAEL 

Return completed forms to SDEO daily for inclusion in detainee’s detention file, 
G:DET_MGT\Detainee Request 
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EXHIBIT D 
Ice Detainee reply 
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FLORENCE SERVICE PROCESSING CENTER 
DETAINEE REQUEST FORM 

Date / Fecha: uy Unit / Unidad: Eee Bed / Cama: 

Name / Su Nombre: sss L2G ure stings Zin ge 

File No.# / Numero de Expedientqgas=—ag Nationality / Paiz:_¢£. 

** MARK YOUR REQUEST / MARQUE SU SOLICITUD ** 

|/| 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 Received 

Special visit / la visita especial _ MAR 05 2600p 

Complaint / Queja | b HSCEIERO/EL Oren. g 

Permission to receive property / Permiso para recevir propiedad 

Other Request / Otra solicitud V6
 
S
3
8
 
B
S
S
 

S
o
n
o
 

Have you been to court? [_] Yes / Si Date of Arrival here? OF CF f 206 

Usted va fue a su ee corte? No Fecha de entrada aqui? 

5 Bian? awe: s Swe BH, / eT 

Aa 2 aL CLE CLIT Alle obo P2- ysis 

Tejera ipved &_ QA se ASE — Leron by ide note aT ryt} ee 

Completed? ns Yes [|] No Officer oR Date:.3/o/7 6 | 

Remarks:_Z _ ZS “gure body ‘4% vot Leadon ne to pols Lhen 

LIT predlsoe /- anal weeveat a \ chaltér Let! aacclirpad tate $ 

Return completed forms to SDEO daily for inclusion in detainee’s detention file, 
G:DET_MGT\Detainee Request 

; DB
 

=o
 

pt
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EXHIBIT E 
Ice Detainee reply 
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Tracking >=z£ 

FLORENCE SERVICE PROCESSING CENTER 

DETAINEE REQUEST FORM 

Date / Fecha: 3/4 Unit Did’: ae Bed / Cama: 

Name /Su Nombre: Qa mwas izsusanSe | lemanes— 
oe eens ee 

File No.# / Numero de rin Nationality / Paiz:_cu ha 

** MARK YOUR REQUEST / MARQUE SU SOLICITUD ** 

| $7) Bal Speak to Deportation Officer / Hablar con mi Official de Deportacion 

Fl [J Prints, Pictures / Huellas, Fotos . 

i) [] Additional time in Law Library / Tiempo adicional en la biblioteca de la ley 

ry CL] Special access call / Acceso especial al teléphono Fiera 

eit [ ] Special visit / la visita especial war Dy ION 

®  [] Complaint / Queja we 

<i [_] Permission to receive property / Permiso para recevir propieda fg OPE 

& ([_] Other Request / Otra solicitud 

| _ " Have you been to court? [_] Yes/ Si Date of Arrival here? 

| Usted ya fue a su primer corte? [J No Fecha de entrada aqui? 

: Explain/Explicar: loo.to Le “That: MWS quest Oh yo Pree (Ov ly ere ernst Ayo U2AS 

A WS Spere (Ve | urdvld dy) KeTp Qet A conn, af Thr Fave “Dhewwre ~~ f 

Ydv sad ¢orGeot Gor ~All, Behale ()- \ wor wisn ea J atereico 

S) Latest aye = CaF Yor Tu ehilcdesenatTe Lye LP > 25 | 
CI 

INS USE ON 

Completed? atv Yes [] No Officer Lee Date: wy, oft Z& 

Remarks: . “Vv caomnpt have Ae You AVE. fino. 

ole Lo Mexico, ‘ 

Dou file nas net avrivent A Llorence yet 

Return completed forms to SDEO daily for inclusion in detaince’s detention file, 
G:DET_MGT\Detsince Request 
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EXHIBIT F 
Ice Detainee reply 
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FLORENCE SERVICE PROCESSING CENTER 

DETAINEE REQUEST FORM 

Date / Fecha: Ys Unit / Unidad: | ed/Cama: 

Name / Su Nombre: 2: aan (Ips 5 tne)  J42Ane> 

File No.# / Numero de Expediente Nationality / Paiz:_“LtAl ae 

** MARK YOUR REQUEST / MARQUE SU SOLICITUD ** 

@ Speak to Deportation Officer / Hablar con mi Official de Deportacion 

Prints, Pictures / Huellas, Fotos 

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

Special access call / Acceso especial al telephono Men Af 2Nty 

Special visit / la visita especial 

Complaint / Queja | 

Permission to receive property / Permiso para recevir propiedad 

Other Request / Otra solicitud 

COT Ae yg er yee ee “ UCR ARCS ga ids 

\Q
ee
ap
ea
s 

o
o
o
o
o
o
o
 

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

; Usted ya fue a su primer corte? [1 No Fecha de entrada aqui? 

' Explain/Explicar: / Bgvediwe a copy OF am Zaavil Beemewls tc Laas aaa 20 

a ehuol, Yeo” pth Le i 2 fe KE- cows Luin, Pov by Molritd wt Lhliern ae 

26> bus PA BO with tie ef? 2 

punter 2 2, 

: ne TAPE N
 S

 

N
 N N
 

i x 
4 N 8 x \\ \ 

“INS USE QNL a 
Completed? ov Yes ] No Officer st Taal Date: fbf Elz 

Remarks: tr’) ‘AA nobity deQe we her pllree an 

Return completed forms to SDEO daily for inclusion in detainee’s detention file. 
G:DET_MGT\Detalnee Request


