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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW
OTAY MESA IMMIGRATION COURT

Respondent Name: A-Number:
KRASNOPOLSKII, IVAN
rs:
10: In Custody Redetermination Proceedings
KRASNOPOLSKII, IVAN
C/0 RODNEY RICHMOND Date:
DHSCUSTODY 05/01/2026

SAN DIEGO, CA 92154

ORDER OF THE IMMIGRATION JUDGE

The respondent requested a custody redetermination pursuant to 8 C.F.R. § 1236. A fter full consideration of
the evidence presented, the respondent’s request for a change in custody status is hereby ordered:

Denied, because
Respondent does have a grant of protection under the convention against torture, but
this is still on appeal and is not administratively final. The respondent entered
without inspection. The evidence indicates that the respondent entered the country
without inspection and thus is an applicant for admission under INA section 235(a)(1)
and subject to mandatory detention under INA section 235(b)(1)(B)(iii)(IV). Matter
of Yajure Hurtado, 29 I&N Dec. 216 (BIA 2025).The court notes that the Maldanado
Bautista orders were stayed by the 9th Circuit on 6 March 2025. See Maldanado
Bautista v. DHS, No 26-1044 (9th Cir., Mar. 6, 2026).

O Granted. It is ordered that Respondent be:
O released from custody on his own recognizance.
O released from custody under bond of §
O other:

O oOther:



