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)
)
)
)
% Case No.
)
)
)

/]..'T‘n vole,«\ o;{q nr@m’f’ Se il gi,m_-zauy peler

Regpondent
{name of warden or authorized persen having custody of petitioner)

PETITIDN FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS UNDER 28 US.C. § 2241 ' -

Personal Infurmation

L (2) Your full neme: 9 1)’\\ LOAND \u\mo LL':RL. mP\\
(b} Other names you have used:

2. Place of confinement:

(2) Name of ipstifution: /F!nre,«\c.e Seenice ?.- ar S H\On (e \«C\(.'* e
N [b) Address: 7}2"10 NQY‘H(\ "7“‘“\\’?0 rV\Wu,u !_F s i 2

(c) Y our identification number: ‘ W

A

3, Are you currently being held on orders by: :

(@Federal authorities [ State aufhorities [} Other - explain:

—1 C 6 (j(’ﬂk(’, V\J\ 10w

4, Are you currently:

DA pretrial defainee (waiting fo trial on criminal charges)
g Servm_g a sentence (incarceration, parole, probation, ete.) after hawng been convicted of a crime

If you zre currently serving 2 sentencs, provide:
(a) Name and location of court that sentenced you!

(b} Docket number of criminal case:
() Dateof sentencing:
IZl'ge.ing held on.an immigration charge
O Orther (gx;biain): :

Decision or Action You Are Challenging

5. What are you chal]zng-mg tn this pefition
(O How your senfence is b*‘mg camed out, caleutated, o crédjtcd by prison or_parole authorttizs (for exampile,
rcvocaﬁon or caleulation of good time credits) :

Page 2 of 2
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AD 242 (Rev, 05/1T) Pefifon for b Wit of Hebses Corpus Under 28 U1.8.C. § 2241

(JPretrial detention

@Tumigration defention

3 Defainer

O The velidity of your conviction of gentenoe as imposed (for exampie, senfencs beyond the statutory
maximurn o improperly calculated under the septencing guidelines) '

(I Disciplinary proceedings ‘

(O Other (explain):

6. Provide more information about the decision or &

ction you are challenging:
(2) Name and location of the agency or covrt M@m—/

Ld P V( vf_’_’"
(b) Docket number, case pumber, of opinion number: M

{¢) Dexision of action you are challenging (for disciplirary proceedings, specify the penalties imposed).

’

(d) Date of the decision o1 action:

Your Earlier Challenges of the Decision or Action

7. First appeal, v . 0 4
Did you appeal the decision, file a grievance, O seek an administrative remedy? ’
F¥er © ONo

() {£Yes,” provide: )
{1) Neme of the suthority, agency, or couth
() Date of filiog . ‘
(3} Docket mumber, case aumber, or opimion DUmber
(4) Result

(5) Date of result

(6) Issues raised:

_—_,—_'—d_———_———__

-

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

o

B. Second zppeal .
A fter the first appeal, did you fle a second appeal to 2 bigher authority, agency, oF court?

BHes ONe

Pageiof ¥
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(8) T Yes,” provide:
{1) Name of the authority, agency, of court:

(2) Date of filing:

{3) Docket number, case aurmber, or opinion oumber:
(4) Result
(5) Date of result: |
(6) Issues raised:

(t) If you answered “No,” explain why you did not file a second appeal:

—_—

9. Third appeal
After the second appeal, did you file 2 third a,ppcal toa higher authority, agency, oF sonrt?
OYes o

() I Yoy, provide: -

(1) Name of the auihonty, agenc§y or court:

(2) Dateof ﬁlmg
(3} Docket rmmbr:r case number, of Opinion number:
{4) Result
(5) Date of Teselt:
(6) Issues raised:

e

() If yon answered *No,” cxﬁlaj.n why you did notSle a third appeal:

10. Motion nnder 28 U.S.C. § 2255 _
In this petition, are you challenging the validity of your conviction ot sentencs a5 impased?
OYes - @No '

If “Yes,” answer the following:
(a) Have you already filed 2 motion under 28 11.8.C. § 2255 that challenged this conviction or sentence?

(I Yes J No

FPape 4 of 9
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11,

Tf“Yes,” provide: -
(1) Name of courk
(2) Case number:
(3) Date of filing:
(4) Result:

(5} Date of regult
{6) Tssues raised:

(b)  Have you ever filed a moton in a United States Court of Appeats under 28 T8.C. § 2244(b)(3)A),
secking pernission to fle 2 second or successive Section 9255 motion to challenge this conviction of
sentence? ‘
O Yes @To
If “Yes,” provide: '
(1) Name of court
(2) Case mmmber:
(3) Date of filing:
' (4) Result

a i u
aq

(%) Date of resait: P

(6) Issues raised:

(3] Faplain why the remedy under 28 U.5.C. § 2255 iz inadeqnate or ineffective to chailenge yout

conviction or sentence!

-

-

Appeals of immigration proceedings
Does fhis case cencern jmmigration proceedings?
B Yes ONo

If“Yes” providc:

{a) Date you were taken inte immigration custody: [ | ? U\f'i 20,2028 :
) Date of the removal of reinstaternent order: Yo.v ch%y, 2624

{©) Did you file an appeal with #he Board of Tinmigration Appeals?
BYes (0 No :

Poge 5 of §
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AD 742 (Rev. Q9/17) Petiion o o Wit of Bsboas Corpus Under 28 USC, § 2241

If“Yes,” provide:

(1) Date of filing: 2,2%,2024
(2) Case number.
{3) Result
(4) Date of fesults 7

(5) Issuesraised  Rorouse IE an&m: WSS WEs R

(d Did you appeal the decision to the United Staies Court of Appeals?
@Tes - O No |
If “Yes,” provide:
(1) Name of court:
(2) Date of fling:

W
(3) Case number: _EL#_P <

(4) Resnlt
(5) Date of result: I 9

(6) Issnes raised:

12 Other appeals - . ‘ _
Other then the appeals you listed above have you filed any other pa‘dﬁoﬁ, application, cr motion about the issues
raised in this petition?

OYes ' ONo
¥ Yes," provide: - : g

(a) Kind of petition, motion, o apphca‘aon_ ED U-\— qu] C1 | ‘E : :

(b) Name of the amhonty, agency, or court: .

(¢} Date of filing: o
(@) Dockat’numbr:f, case pnber, OF opimion number:
(e) Result
(f) Dateof result:
(g) Issues raised:

.

ples

-

Puge 6 of 8
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AO 242 (Rev, 09/17) Petition fora Wit of Habeas Corpus Under 28 US.C. § 2241

Grounds for Your Challenge in This Petition

13. State every ground (reason) that suppaoris your claim that you are bcijlg held in violafion of the Constitubon,
lzws, or treaties of the United States. Attach additional pages if you have more than four grounds. State the
facts supporting each ground. Any legal arguments must be submitted in a separate memorandur.

GROUND‘ ONE: MIQI alion of “1@; (rb.'P ’\i)]:QLeiS (_,\ a,.wse. of e £50 (—\mcmimf‘m&- CO“";\.‘TJQG“.

(a) Supporting facts (Be brief. Do not cite cases or law.):

‘CE % {IPP\riviwg' g, bF vy Yg\(\)( Jfo\\\aevi@ui\qu&_m_;jﬁhﬂsi_\%——l&;
fov . Drolonged pevind. See ;_-'/\}folb\nﬁfl W&M—%{&M&L&ﬁ“

Guﬁ';}'\m\\ (\j Lﬂéw 15 aol u:{??\}cn,ue.o _ :

(b) Did you present Ground One in all appeals that were available to you?
OYes ONo

GROUND TWO: \/io\(d-_iov\ of 2 us.C.3 1231 (o) (b

[ ' - .
: . a

q

{a} Supportng facts (Be brigf. Do no! cite cases or law.):

L hove beewn defeined \2;1; ICE L&amr‘ the ve eviod O zed
_siniuie, . l( E ;% V\D‘t \\l/\«é,\y Jfo Ve e, YL, .\\'\ 'H'h‘;. e LY '{:u."fu._vﬁ Y P,_wﬁmc‘_,_—
\’-’\emovn.\f\rjuw '\nu(“n n«“{%cnm‘ 5%)9,{ i Lo . llu,eé-[ign (b bﬁiu‘..r i wil nfi)‘i)]‘\t' b-u_e_,

{5) Did you present Ground Two in all appeals that were available to you?
OYes (Mo

GROUND THREE: 7 ./ gcl sV Davis

(2) Supporting facts (Be brigf Da not cite cases or law.)
feile _ow wdefivite defesdfion S0 me\'\'\vé)‘b\{ ,‘P\D(J‘r'lanu.ﬁ:?- (Lgvxs'\l’(uﬁmv\o,\

e,JYD Y i A [N

(b) Did you present Ground Three in 21l appeals that were available to you?
3 ¥es ONo

Poge 70f
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GROUND FOUR: BmuJ[;sz - less action

‘ (a) Supporting facts (Be brigf. Do not cite cases ar Law):

1C E \"einu-.n..\ Jfr* Cc;r'lu? apn P o).r\rl O‘D‘Dov$'a\a.\:\‘\'\'ﬂn» {ov 1] \ﬂn\'\cl \'\e.o.v;ndu [J'\')ievm'\(dian_
Violates due i;?\rcc.pqﬁ |

(b) Did you present Ground Four ifi 2l zppeals that were available ta you?
OYes | - ONe

. 14, I {here are any grounds that you did not present in 51l appeals that were available to you, s_)iplain_ why you did
. et woi 0pd tephle

Request for Relief

15, State exaclly whaiyouwantthscouﬁt@ do: ’X_mmwr[hﬁ\"» \re,l&uﬁé. Fope LLE (D.‘S)fo%

PageBof 9
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AD 242 (Rov. (15/17) Petition for 8 Wit of Elshsas Corpus Under 28 Usc §2241

Declaration Under Penalty Of Perjury

If vou ate incarceraied, o ‘what date did you plece this petifion in the prison mail system:

of per] ¢ petif o zead this petition or had it read to me, and the .
= f perjury that T am the petifioner, I have read this p _ dthe o basis
%n%?r};:;ﬁﬁdg&? ;ﬁgoa? islj ttilll—l}‘; and comrect. 1understand that 2 false statement of 2 matenal fact may s

for prosecution far perjury.

- Dater g oiyi2620

Poge 2 0f §
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CLAIMS:9

supporting facts
I am wrong fully detained under this (28.US. 1225) mandetory detention without bond ,

which I should be detained under this (28.U.8.1226) I am entitel for a bond hearing but
ICE refusal to give me the opportunity, violate Du process clause. I'have a right for a

bond hearing but I was deprive from this rights.

PETITIONER RESPECTFULY REQUESTS THAT THIS COURT:

1. grant the writ of habeas corpus;
2. Order the government to provide a new, constitutionally adequate bond hearing before a

neutral Immigration Judge consider;

length of detention ___ %’ months

. Flight risk and danger base on individualized facts;
Family and Comiminity ties;
.+ Availability of alternatives to detention;
4. Grant any other relief the Court deems just and proper.
5, In oder to pemit full judicial review of the claims herin and requestd relief,
petitioner respecfully request the Court order Respondents not to transfer
petitioner outside the jurisdiction of this court pending consideration of this

petition.

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

Executed on

At Florence, Arizona

Name: (L\)'l I i PO viS T::r\f\éu,cc; 'Fp\mme \\

Petititioner, Pro Se

o _— |
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Name 1,7 7, oA
"J—l\KuJJW\‘J \u‘f\(]l.(\i_\};\

A’-
A
LEGAL CLAIMS

Claim : §

Prolonged Civil Detention With Meaningful Review Violate Due Process

Petitioner prolonged detention violates the Fifth Amendment Due process Clause and constitutes
Unlawful detention without individualized review for months is unconsitutional.

Prolonged Civil Detention without Meangful Review Violates Due process

petitioner's continued detention without & meaningful bond hearing and giving the oportunity to hear
petitioner testimoney violate the Fifth Amendment., Due Process Clause.

Civil immigration detention must bear a reasonable relationship to it's purpose. Prolonged detention

without individualized review becomes unconsitutional,

Claim :6

Automatic Detention Base on “ Arriving Alien status is Unconstitutional as Aplied

while regulations may limit bond jurisdiction for arriving aliens, continue detention without
individualzed assessment after months of custody violates Due process. The Constitution requires more

than caregorical detention when less restrictive alternatives exist.

Claim :7

failure to conduct an individualized Bond determination

the immigration Judge failed to ;
1.Allow meaningful testimoney,

2.wiegh petitioner's Humanitarian parole
3.Consider alternatives to detention

4, This failures violate due process.

CLAIM .8
Zadvvdas V Davis

limits on indefinite detention see Jennings V. Rodriguez ( constitutional challenge to prolonged
detention
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Certificate of Serviée

1, 'l ¥ am 1‘,‘\1““, Rowmell: . hercby certify that a capy of the attached document was

served to ICE Headquarters (ERO Removal DlVlSlOIl) via mail at the following address:
Potomac Center North, 500 12th Street, SW, Washmgton D.C. 20536, and also to the ICE Field
Office in Phoenix via mai_l to the following address: 2035 N. Central Ave. P}:!ov:-,n.m1 AZ 85004,
both on the date indicatad below.

Signatare = Date t4,i7,2¢&
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UNITED STATES DISTRIC COUR FOR THE DISTRIC OF ARIZONA
Phoenix Division
sandra Day O'connor U.S. Courthouse, suite 130
401 West Washington Street, SPC1
Phoenix, AZ 85003-2118

—t

In t'he Matter of: [, 1} 16w Tudb%,,’_

g

File At g

WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

Warden, L.UIS ROSA Jr, florence Service processing Center et al., Respndents Civil Action No__

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS PURSUANT TO 28, U.S. 2241

L. JURISDITION AND VENUE

this court has jurisdition under 28 U.S.C & 2241 because petitioner is in federal custody in within this
Distric of Arizona.in violation of the consitution and laws of the United States . Venue is proper
because petitioner is detained in florence, A rizona, within this district.

CUSTODY STATUS

petitionaer is in custody of U.S, Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) and confined at
the florence procesing Center. His detention is Civil not criminal,

II. PARTIES

Petional is a nonecitizen detetianed by ICE at the florence service proecssing Center in Arizona.
Respondents include the Waredn__ LUIS ROSA Jr , ICE field Officer Director
, and DHS Secretary.
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MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPQRT OF PETITION OF WRIT OF HABEAS

CORPUS PURSUANT TO 28 U.5.C, § 2241

Alien Rey+mation No.
Pro Se Petitioner-1tetained

o und Corlows T Sorievmadt

Detention Center: AL.3. 1 wiaTo
Address: 2250 N, Piac) P gxy,ﬂ%{g Flovewie, AZ
45132

This was prepoted by Rapid Defestse Nevwork, ACLL of Louisiani, and the Sonthern Poverny Law Cender as patt

of a pry se gvide.

© 2008 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., a memb

er of the LexisNexis Group. All rights teserved. Use of this product is subject to the

restrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agreement.
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INTRODUCTION

A s A

.1. Petifioner, lg)‘:! \toms S,&('f%gi'ﬂgw \\__, petitions this Court for a writ of habeas

corpus fo remedy Petitioner’s indefinite detention by Respondents. Petitioner submits this
Memorandum of Law in Support of the Petition for a Writ of Habeas Corpus.

2. As the Supreme Court held in Zadvpdas v, Davis, 533 1.8, 678 (2001), noncitizens cantot
be detained indefinitely if the government is unable to camy out their removal. Instead,
detention afier a final order of removal is authorized only when removal is reasonably
foreseeable. As a guide to courts, the Court in Zadvydas established a presumption that
detention after a final order of removal was permissible for six months. Detention after a
final order may be uniawful even when six months have not passed, particularly ifiris
clear that the United States wili not be eble to effect a noncitizen’s removal. But after that
six-month period, once a noncitizen provides ¥good reason 1o believe that there is no
significant likelihood of removal in the reasonably foreseeable fulure, the Government
must respond with evidence sufficient to rebat that showing” And the longer a noncitizen
has been detained, the stronger the government's showing must be.

3. Petitioner is entitled 1o release under the framework of Zadvydas unless the govemment
promptly demonstrales that there is 2 significant liketihood of removal in the reasonably
foreseeable future.

4. Petitioner respectfully requests that the Court use its autharity under 28 US.C. § 2240 ko
order the Respondents to file a return within three days, unless they can show good cause
for additional time, See 28 US.C. § 2243 (stating that an order 1o show cause why a
petition for a writ of habeas corpus should be denied is returnable “within three days unless

for good cause additional time, not exceeding twenty days, is allowed"}.

@ 2008 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., a member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved. Use of this product is subject to the
restrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agreement.
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5. In order to permit full judicial review of the claims herein and requested relief, Petitioner
respectfulty requests that the Court order Respondents not to transfer Petitioner outside the

jurisdiction of this Court pending consideration of this Petition.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

6. Petitianer was born in; Y sl

7 Petitioner entered the United States on or about: 2,420, 2023%

§. An lmmigration Judge ordered Petitioner 1emoved from the United States on of about -

Y 202020

9. Regarding Appeals: mau Fivst ?,?"'ne,n,l TnS a2, 25,2024 » ML'\cL | r.’i‘rilm,l_

M_&nt‘_\niﬁﬂat‘n‘fh: Clourt nnd ot wl\'\b‘n i m?;‘)g_ﬂ_(,%m,_\xs__
Oty L TOTE

10, Petitioner has cooperated fully with all of ICE’s efforts to remove Petitioner. Petitioner

has cooperated with ICE in the following ways: %__QM%M_‘%LJ&L

élu‘.!‘es, nand (\\enk \LP ‘I’o Tockill Yhe \'Pmouu,] ?vurpsg .

© 2008 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., # member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved. Use of this product is subject to the

restrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthes Bender Master Agreement.
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11, Nonetheless, ICE has been unable to remove Petitioner from the United States, ICE is

unlikely to remove Petitioner in the reasonably foreseeable future because: e it

Cose Lvepuwa Yoo boovd of 'Iw\micc;vm"’:rm u.ﬂr FQ;J (RIS oond ?PT{Tii}‘nET

hos_ o LrgJ(L]& Loy {F Yei'u.w\ +o Llc, Cuu.\\TEL 50 \’e,\«xovn.\ "v': u\«\':\]w\dc_

s e L

12. Regarding Petitioner Delention: L \-\a,\.'c.\aee,'w\ dedendion wheee '\'v'\(},;ju.ew,

%1, mnxie;ga_ fo o ?6:‘.\.\"' wheve 1o 4o e, e digne te -’:'me'.“) whick ibe up

eyt R dvowning "w\'\\\«ou_u\k-‘; \r\ﬂ* % wewlin sy ‘wiwerd leg

o U
_\,«&\b\m 3(\«4:\1,. (Joué{ S G U Ao'\\f\e_, SN ALY 5;0\— ‘DOJ(\«Pu,. ';\L'-f-."( n-\'q*& VX o
) o/ 72N I

Aoke_wedh
=

13. If released, Petitioner will be supported by family and friends in the United States. In

particular:

© 2008 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., 2 member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved. Use of this product is subject fo the
restrictions and terms and cenditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agrecment.
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ARGUMENT

14. This action arises under the Constitution of the United States and the Immigration and
Nationality Act (“INA”) §§ 101-507, 8 US.C. § 1101-1537, amended by the Nlegal
Immigration Reform and Iminigrant Responsibility Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-208, 110
Stat. 3009-1570.

15. This Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2241, the Suspension Clause, _U.S. Const.
art. 1§89, ¢l 2, and 28 US.C. § 1331, as Petitioner is presently in custody under color of
the‘ authority of the United States, and Petitioner’s custody is in violation of the
Canslitution, laws, or ireaties of the United States. See Zadvydus, 566 1J.8. 678. This Court
may grant relief under 28 11.8.C. § 2241 (habeas corpus), 5 U.S.C. § 702 (establishing the
right of review for a person suffering a legal wrong due to agency action), and 28 US.C. §
1651 (All Writs Act). .

16. The Due Process clause applies to all persons in the United States, “ whether their presence
here is lawful, unlawful, femporary, ©f permanent.” Zadvydas, 533 U.S. at 683. In
Zadvydas, the Supreme Court emphasized, “{f]rcedom from imprisonment-—from
government custédy, detention, or other forms of physical lies ai the beart of the liberty
that [the Due Process] Clause protects.” 533 1.8, at 690 (diting Foucha v. Louisiana, 504
U.S. 71, 80 (1992)), The Court noted, “[a] statute permitting indefinite detention of an alien
would raise & serious constitutional problem.” 1d.; see alse Plyerv. Doe, 457 U.5.202,210
(1982) (“Aliens, even aliens whose presence in this country is unlawful, have !oné, been
recognized as ‘persons’ puaranseed due process of law by the Fifth and Fourteenth

Amendments.”"),

© 2008 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., & member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved. Use of this produet is subject to the
restrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agreement. ‘
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17. Under 8 US.C. § 1231 {a)2), noncitizens subject to final orders of remaval “shall” be
detained during the first 90 days—ithe “removal period™—amd they “shall” be removed
during that period under § 123 1{a)(1). Under8 U.S.C. & 123 1(2){6}, the government “may’
continue detention beyond the 90-day removal period if a noncitizen falls within certain
broad categories of removability or is delermined “to be a risk to the com munity or unlikely
te comply with the order of removal.” 8 U.8.C. §1231(a}6).

18, In Zadvydas, the Supreme Court construed 811.5.C. §1231(a)(5) to authorize detention
only where it is significantly likely that removal will accur in the Teasonably foreseeable
future, in order fo avoid the serious die process concerns thint wauld be presented by
permitling detention for an indefinite period of time. Zadvpias, 533 .S at CITE. Aftera
noncitizen meets his or her initial burden to show that no such {ikeli hoad of rem oval exists,
the burden shifts to the Government to “;ospond with evidence sufficient to rebut [the
alien’s] showing.™ Jd. at 701. |

19. Courts have rejecied conclusory claims by ICE agents which claim, withous submittiag
concrete Tactual information about scheduled flights or repairiation agreements, that
removal is imminent. “[A] theoretical possibility of eventually being removed does nol
safisfy the government’s purden once the removal period has expired and the petitioner
establishes good reason 1o believe his removal is not significantly likely in the reasonably
foresecable future” Balza v, Barr, No. 6:20-CV-00860, 2020 WL 6143643, at 5 (W.D.
La. Sept. 17, 2020) (internal quotation marks and citation omitied). “[1}f {ICE] has noidea
of when it might reasonably expect [Petitiones] to be repatriated, [al Court certainly cannhot
conclude that [a] removal is fikely to occur—or even that itmight oceur—in the reasonably

foresceable future.” I at *5 (internal quotation marks and citation omitted). Se¢ also,

© 2008 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., a member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved, Use of this product is subjeet to the
restrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agreement. ’
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Gomez Bareo w. Witte, No. £:20-CV-00497, 2020 WL 7393786 (W.D. La. Dec. 16, 2020)

(ordering relcase of a petitioner who was detained Yonger than six months because 1CE had

not been able to secure necessary travel documents, noti

ng that the ICE officer “clearly bas

no factual basis for his ‘befief> that there is no foreseeable impediment to Petitioner's

removal or that her removal is imminent,” and that
“expectation” that the COVID-19 refated trave! restricti

Baiza v, Barr, No, 6:20-CV-00866, 2020 WL 6064881

there was no foundation for the
ong in place would 5000 be lifted);

(W.D. La. Oct. 14,2020) (same).!

in granting Ms. Balza’s release, the court considered and rejected a conclusory declaration

by a local ICE Assistant Field Officer that removal was jmminent. Jd. at *5. In Alexis v,

Smith, the petitioner, Mr. Alexis, had been in detention

for almost a year and subject to a

removal order for over a year. An ICE officiai testified to an informal agreement that

permitted removals but acknowledged that there were

Far fewer removals to Haifi in the

aftermath of the 2010 hurricene. The Haitian govemment had an issue with identity

documents and it was unknown when that would be resolved, The magistrate did not credit

1CE’s vague statements that it was “epdeavoring to rectify the issue” and conctuded there

was no end in sight for detention, and recommended

release. The District Court Judge

agreed and ordered release. ICE then refeased Mr. Alexis onan Order of Supervised release

i Other district courts in the Fifth Circuit and elsewhere have similarly granted habeas rclief
when the noncitizen has shown that there is no significant likelihood of removal in the
reasonably foresecnble futare. See, e.g., Carreno v, Giflis, No. 5-00.cy-44-KS-MTP, 2020 WL

8366735 (S.D. Miss. Dec. 16, 2020) (granting habeas

relief to petitiener detained for

approximately sixtesn months due to a Jack of diplomatic relations with Venezuela), AN 1
Dep't of Homeland Sec., 451 F. Supp. 3d 703 (8.D. Tex. 2020) {granting habeas relief to
petitioner initially detnined for three years, released and detained again for four months when
petitioner could not be removed due to travel restrictions to Pakistan), Sharifi v. Gillis, No.

5:20-cv-5-DCB-MTP, 2020 WL 7379211 (3.D. Miss. Oct.
petitioner detained for sevenleen months after Iranian offi
document request for more than seven nionths).

7
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and moved to get the judgment vacaied on mootness, which it was. Flowever, this does not
invalidate the reasoning and conclusions of the Magisirate Judge and District Court Tudge
on this subject, and this case is still informative and persuasive to the body of law on this
subject. Alexis v, Smith, No. CIV.A. 11-0309, 2011 WL 3924247 (W.D. La. Aug. 3,201 1),

report and recommendation_adopted, No. CTV. AL 11-0309, 2011 WL 3954945 (W.D. La.

Sept. 6,2011), vacated, No, CV 11-0309, 2011 WL 13386020 (W.D. La. Sept. 18, 2011).

20, Courts in this District have—pursuant to Zachwdeas—releassd individuals who have been
detained for over six months. See, e.g., Gotirez Barco, 2020 WL 7393786 (ordering release
of an immigrant detainee who was a native and citizen of Venezuela who was detsined
longer than six. months because ICE had not been able to secure necessary travel
documents); Balza, 2020 WL 6143643, at *5 (ordering releass of petitioner and noting that
“[a)fter more than & year of detention? Pelitioner's removal need not necessarily be
imminent, bulit cannet be speculative™) (internal quotation marks omitted).

21, Under Zadvydas, courts have found that there is no sigoificant likelihood of removal and
granted relief where:

s No country will accept the petitioner. See, &.g., Jabir v. Ashcroft, No. 03-2480,
2004 WL 60318 (ED. La. Jan. 8, 2004) (granting habeas relief 1o pefitioner
detained for meore then fourteen manths after numerous countries refused to
repatriate the petitioner).”

e The petitioner’s country of orgin refluses to issue a wavel document. See, e.g.,
Alexis v, Smith, Wo. 11-0309, 2011 WL 3924247 (W.D. La. Aug. 3, 2011} (granting

habeas relief to petitioner detained for gpproximately one year cdue {0 the Haitian
government rejecting the quality of identity documents provided), Fermine w. Dir,

See also Hassoun v, Sessions, No. 18-CV-586-FPG, 2019 WL 78984, al 4 (W.D.N.Y. Jan. 2,
2019) (ordering release of petitioner detained fourteen months after petitioner showed “ihat
the countries with which he has any affiliation will not accept him™); Yresupov v, Love, No.
4:CV-06-1804, 2007 WL 5063231 (M.D. Pa. Jan. 12, 2007); Abel-Muhti v. Asheroft, 314 F.
Supp. 2d 418 (M.D. Pa, 2004) (ordering release of petitioner detained approximately two years
afier refusal of severa! countries to accept petitioner).

© 2008 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., 2 member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved, Use of this product is subject to the

[estrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agreement.
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of Inmigr. & Cusfoms Enf'1, No. 2:06-0v-1578, 2007 WL, 2284606 (W.D. La. May
23, 2007) (granting habeas relicf to petitioner detained for fifteen months due 1o
Trinidad’s refusal 1o issue travel documents); Lijadn v. Gonzales, No. 06-1208,
2006 WL 3933850 (W.D. La. Dec. 18, 2006} (granting habeas relief to petitioner
detained nineteen months because Nigeria refused ta issue travel documents due to
petitioner's HIV status).®

o There is no removal agreement between the United States and a country, Inthese
scenarios, courts have found that the inck of & formal agreement regarding
repatriation, lack of diplomatic relationship, and lack of a functioning government
support a finding that thers is no significant lkelihood of removal. See, ¢.8.,
Negusse v, Gonzales, No. 06-1382, 2007 WL 708615 (W.D. La. Mar. 1, 2007)
(granting habeas relief 1o petitioner detained for approximately one year because
the United States did not have a repatriation agreement with Ethiopia and Ethiopia
would not issue travel documents because one of petitioner's parents was not
Ethiopian).*

¢ There is either no response from a country designated for removal or a significant
delay in recelving a respanse, Sce, ¢.8.. Gonzalez-Rondon w. Gillis, 5:19-cv-109-
DCB-MTE, 2020 WL 3428983 (8.D. Miss. June 23, 2020) (zranting habeas relief
to pelitioner detained thirteen months where there was no response from
Venezuelan officials).” ‘

3 See also Ka v. Burean of Imnrigr, & Customs Enf't, No. B-07-197, 2008 WL 11462867, at *8
(8.D. Tex. June 24, 2008) {ordering release of petitioner detained twelve months after Senegal
srefised fo issue Ka a travel document becausc he d[id] not have proper identity
documentation™y, Moreira v. Gonzales, No. CIVA CV05-588 A, 2006 WL 3861972 (W.D, La.
Nov. 2, 2006} (granting habeas relief 1o petitioner detained for three years because Cape Verde
advised that it would not accept the petitioner for repatriation); Khenw. Gonzerles, 481 F, Supp.
2d 638 (W.D. Tex. 2006).

See also Gomez Barco, 2020 WL 7393786; Isiem v. Kane, No. CY-11-515-PHX-PGR
(LOA), 2011 WL 4374226, at *3 (D. Ariz. Aug. 30, 2011) (ordering release of petitioner
detained ten months where petitioner presented evidence that Bangladesh “is one of fifteen
countries identified by 1CE as least likely to issue travel documents™); Carrenno, 2020 WL
8366735 Simoza Rangel v, Gillis, No. 51 9-cv-118-DCR-MTP, 2020 WL 7223258 (8.D. Miss.
Sept. 2, 2020) (granting habeas relicf to petitioner detained for sixteen months due to a lack of
diplomatic relations with Venezuela), 4 bduclle v. Gonzales, 422 F. Supp. 2d 774 (W.D. Tex.
2006) (concluding that the petitioner met the burden to show removal was not reasonably
foreseeable after being detained for more than one year when an injunction restricted the
government’s ability to remove the petitioner to Samalia).

5 See also Sharifi, 2020 WL 7379211, Aung v. Barr, No. 20-CV-681-LIV, 2020 WL 4581465
(WD.NY. Aug. 10, 2020); Echeards v. Barr, No. 4:20cv350-W S-MAF, 2020 WL 6747737
(N.D. Fla. Oct. 14, 2020); Rual v. Barr, No. 6:20-CV-06215 EAW, 2020 WL 3972319
(W.D.N.Y, July 14, 2020} Rodrignez Del Rio v. Price, No. EP-20-CV-00217-FM, 2020 WL

9
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documents for a prolonged period. See,

(granting habeas relief after ICE initially
‘there [wa]s no indication from the record

that anyone ha[d] taken any further action in the eight months since that time .. . 10
facilitate Senor’s receipt of the necessary travel documertts”).®

22 As the length of detention grows, the period of time that would be considered the

“reasonably foresceable future” shrinks. See, e.g., Zadvpdas, 533 U.5. at 701 (stating that

as the length of time in detention grows “what counts as the ‘reasonably foreseeable future’

conversely would have to shrink"); Senor, 401 T. Supp. 3d a1430 ([T he passage of time

combined with' the ‘government [being] no closerta. .. repntriating [a detainee] than they

were once they first took him into custody’ [is]
Lenerikow, 2009 WL 2905549, at *12.

23, Petitioner’s continued detention is unlawiul, and

sufficient to meet that ‘initial burden.’™);

Petitioner isunlikely to be removed in the

reasonably foreseeable future, Therefore, Petitioner's detentian violates the statute and s/he

i5 entitled to immediate release.

24. Petifoner’s detention also violates the Due Process Clause. The Due Process Clause of the

Fifth Amendment forbids the government from depriving any “person” of liberty * without

due progess of law.” U.8. Const amend. V. “Freedom from imprisonmeni—Erom

7680560 (W.D. Tex, Nov. 3, 2020); Singh ». Whitaker, 362 F. Supp. 3d 93 (W.D.NY. 2019,
Buti v. Holder, No. CA 08-0672-CG-C, 2009 WL 1035354 (8.D. Ala. Mar. 19, 2009) (holding
that petitioner met his initial burden whare he was held in ICE custody for more than ten
motths after the tssuance of his removal order with no indication from the Pakistani Embassy

that travel documents would be issued), Lenvrikow

v. Kollus, No. CV-08-1403-PHX-GMS

(LOA), 2009 WL 2905549 (D. Ariz. July 27, 2009); Reid v. Crentford, No. 06-02436 PHX
TWS (MEA), 2007 WL 1063413 (D. Ariz, Jan. 31, 2007); Gui r. Ridge, No. 3CV031965, 2004
WL 1620719 (M.D. Pa. Aug. 13, 2004); Shejiget v. Asheroft, No.02 C 7737, 2003 WL 1964290

(N.I. TIL Apr, 28, 2003).

8 Sea aiso Clhun Yot Ma v, Asher, Ne, C11-1797 MJIP, 2012 WL 1432229, at *4 (W.D. Wash,

Apr. 25, 2012) (ordering petitioner’s release wher

documentztion of efforts . . . to effectuate removal .

10

© 2008 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., a member of the LexisNexis Group. All
restrictions and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agreement.

e the government failed “to provide any

.. {for] nearly six months™).

tights reserved, Use of this product is subject to the



Case 2:26-cv-02759-DWL--DMF  Document 1 Filed 04/22/26  Page 23 of 39

government custody, detention, or other forms of physical restraint—lies at the heart of the
liberty" that the Due Process Clausr.;, protects. Zadwydas, 533 U.8. at 690 (citing Foncha v,
Louisiana, 504 U.S. 71, 80 (1992)). Civil immigration detention violates due process ifit
is notlreasonably related 1o its stawtory purpbse. See id. (ching Jackson v. Indiana, 406
U.8. 715, 738 (1972)). In {le immigration context, the Supreme Court has recognized only
two valid purposes for civit detention: to mitigate the risk of flight and prevent danger 1o
the community, J4. Petitioner’s profonged civil detention, which has lasted well beyond
the end of the removal period, and which is likely to continue indefinitely, is no longer
reasonably related to the primary statutory purpose of ensuring imminent remaval. Thus,
Petitioner's delention violates Petitioner’s right to due process.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, Petitioner's indefinite detention violates the “detention statute and is

&

unconstitutiona!. Petitioner respectfully requests that this Court order Respondents to show
cause why the writ should not be granted “within three days unless for good cause
additional time, not exceeding twenty days, is allowed,” and set 2 hearing on this Petition
within five days of the return, pursuant to 28US.C. & 2243 and grant the Wit of Habeas

Corpus ordering Respondents to immediately release Petitioner from their custody.

Respectfully submitted,

Signat

Name: /LY[\\'\&.W\% —TOJ\\()‘UC; ”\)\O\mt,\\
e ——

. ——— B

Detention Center: US Iww'\'-b&'wof\o“ sond Cufﬁons E.n'?a‘rctwﬂ“d—-

11
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U.S. Department of Justice

Executive Office for Immigration Review

Roard of Immigration Appeals
Office of the Clerk

5107 Leesburg Pike, Suite 2000
Falis Church, Virginia 22041

LIAMS, TAHJAY ROMELL DHS/ICE Office of Chief Counsel - NYB
26 Federal Plaza, 11th Floor
TOR e DETENTION CENTER New York NY 10278
3250 N. PINAL PARKWAY
FLORENCE AZ 85132
Name: WILLIAMS, TAHJAY ROMELL A »v‘
A

Date of this Notice: 02/11/2026

Enclosed is a copy of the Board's decision in the above-referenced case. This copy is being provided
to you as a courtesy. Your attorney or representative has been served with this decision pursuant o g
CFR. § 1292.5(a). If the attached decision orders that you be removed from the United States or
affirms an Immigration Judge's decision ordering that you be removed, any petition for review of the
attached decision must be filed with and received by the appropriate court of appeals within 30 days
of the date of the decision.

Sincerely,

g

John Seiler
Acting Chief Clerk

Enclosure

Userteamn: Docket
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Executive Office for Immigration Review

Board of Immigration Appeals
Office of the Clerk

5107 Leesburg Pike, Suile 2000
Falls Church, Virginia 22041

WILLIAMS, TAHJAY ROMELL DHS/ICE Office of Chief Counsel - FLO
— | 3250 N. Pinal Parkway Ave.
3250 N. PINAL PARKWAY Florence, AZ 85132

FLORENCE, AZ 85132

v
Name: WILLIAMS, TAHJA... A>-<
Type of Proceeding: Removal Date of this notice: 4/8/2026
Type of Appeal: Case Appeal Filed by:Alien

FILING RECEIPT FOR APPEAL

The Board of Immigration Appeals acknowledges receipt of your,appeal and fee or fee waiver request
(where applicable) on 41712026 in the above-referenced case.

WARNING: If you leave the United States after filing this appeal but before the Board of Immigration
Appeals (Board or BIA} issues a decision, your appeal will be considered withdrawn and the
Immigration Judge's decision wili become final as if no appeal had been taken funless you are an
“arriving alien” as defined in the regulations under 8 C.F.R. § 100;E|'_"f'(q)).

WARNING: If you have been granted voluntary departure by the Immigration Judge, you must submit
sufficient proof of having posted the voluntary departure bond set by the Immigration Judge to the
Board. Your submission of proof must be provided to the Board within 30 days of filing this appeal. If
you do not timely submit proof to the Board that the yoluntary departure bond has been posted, the
Board cannot reinstate the period of voluntary departure. 8 C.F.R. § 1240.26(c){3){).

FILING INSTRUCTIONS:
I the respondent/applicant is represented by counsel, a Notice of Entry of Appearance as Altorney or

Representative before the Board of Immigration Appeals (Form EOIR-27) must be filed with the
Board.

If the respondent/applicant is unrepresented (also called pro se) and receives assistance on
documents to be filed with the Board (such as help preparing an appeal, mation, form, briefs, or other
documents), a Notice of Entry of Limited Appearance for Document Assistance before the Board of
Immigration Appeails (Farm EOIR-60) must be submitted with the document(s) that assistance was
providec when filed with the Board.

In all future correspondence or filings with the Board, please list the name and registration number
("A" number) of the case (as indicated above), as well as ali of the names and "A" numbers for gvery
famity member who is inciuded in this appeal,
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Manual, Part [}: Board Practice Manual, available on EQIR’s website at www.usdoj.gov/eoir.

Cerlificate of service on the opposing party at the address above is required for ALL submissions to
the Board of Immigration Appeals -- including correspondence, forms, briefs, motions, and other
documents. |f you are the Respondent or Applicant, the "Opposing Party" is the DHS Counsei or the
Director of HHS/ORR at the address shown above. Your certificate of service must clearly identify the
document sent to the opposing party, the opposing party's name and address, and the date it was
sent to them. Any submission filed with the Board without a certificate of service on the apposing
oarty will be rejected. See Chapter 2.2 (Service) of the EOIR Policy Menual, Part fll: Board Practice
Manual.

FILING INSTRUCTIONS - IMPORTANT REMINDER

Electronic filing through ECAS is mandatory for attorneys and accredited representatives appearing
as practitioners of record {fited a Notice of Entry of Appearance as Attorney of Representative before
the Beard of Immigration Appeals {(Form ECQIR-27)), as well as for L'MS in every case thatis eligible
for electronic filing. See 8 C.F.R. §§ 1003.2(g)(4), 1003.3(g}1), 1003.31(a).

Where electronic filing is not required, use of an overnight courier service 0 the address listed in the
FILING ADDRESS: section below is encouraged to ensure timely filing.

FILING ADDRESS:

Board of Immigration Appeals
Clerk's Cffice

5107 Leesburg Pike, Suite 2000
Falls Church, VA 22041

Business hours: Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.

cc: Gropel

Userteam: 2.



Case 2:26-cv-02759-DWL--DMF  Document 1 Filed 04/22/26  Page 29 of 39

" Case 5:25-cv-01873-5SS-BFM Document 116  Filed 02/18/26  Page 22 of 22 Page
ID #:2093

APPENDIX

CLASS ACTION NOTICE

- You may be a member of a class that has been certified by the United States
District Court for the Central District of California in Lazaro Maldonado Bautista
ot al. v. Ernesto Santacruz Jr et al,, No. 5 25-cy-01873-SSS-BFM (C.D. Cal.

2025). On December 18, 2025, the District Court issued a ruling that certain
immigration detainees may be unlawfully detained and may seek release on bond
or conditional parole under 8 U.5.C. § 1226(a). Therefore, you may be entitled to
request release on bond or conditional parole by immigration officers; you may
also be entitled to a bond hearing upon your request to the Immigration Court. At
the bond hearing, the Immigration Judge may determine that you are eligible to be

released on bond while your removal proceedings are pending.

If you have questions about your potential membership in the class or your
rights under the District Court’s ruling, you may call the atiorneys representing the
class at (415) 343-0770. '

a

Served on date: 2/21/2026
Served at location: FLORENCE AZ-FLO - S - 3

Name of person served: 4/ Ligmf | T AYSE
Alien number of person served: ~>I—<

Narme of officer serving notice: M. Ristrom

D number of officer serving notice: #9573

Signed by serving officer: U ==

Page 22 of 22 CIVIL MINUTES—GENERAL  Initials of Deputy Clerk iva

o



Case 2:26-cv-02759-DWL--DME . .Document 1 Filed 04/22/26  Page 30 of 39

International Divine Brotherhood the SpiritualistMolvement of Jamaica
' =g Renfield Drive, Kingston 20
Jamaica, Wl

Telephone: 876-969-21 18
v
Email:b’A«

March 13,2026
To the Honourable Judge of the Court,

1 greet you well. § write on behalf of the International Divine Brotherhood the Spiritualist
Movement of Jamaica to offer character reference for Tabjay Williams. He has been
connected ta our church since childhood but became an official member approximately ten
years ago.

I serve as Bishop at the International Divine Brotherhood the Spiritualist Movement of
Janaica, located in 5t Andrew, larnaica. During the time [ have known Mr Williams, he has
been a respectful, committed, dependable and dgisciplined individual who values ccrnmunity
-nd service. In my role as Bishop, 1 have the responsibility of providing spiritual guidance
and pastoral oversight to members of our congregation, which has allowed me to cbserve
Mr Williams' conduct, participation and interaction with others over an extended period of
time. .

" Mr Williams was baptised at our church on March 20, 2016 and has remained an attive
member of our congregation. One of his most meaningful contributions has been through his
involvement in the praise and worship team as a Steel Pan musician, Through this role he

has demonstrated dedication, teamwork, and a genuine willingness to serve the church
community.

Qutside of church Tahjay Williams was a member of the Silver Birds Steel Orchestra for
approximately seven years, where he contributed to performances that supported Jamaica’s
tourism and cultural sector. In this environment he was known as 2 cooperative and service-
oriented team member who encouraged and supported those around him. He is widely
regarded as a positive, approachable, and uplifting presence among hig peers.

Our church community values love, unity, and service to others, and Mr. Wililams has
demonstrated these qualities through nis continued phrticipation in church life. Everi after
migrating to the United States of America, he made effortso remain connected fo our
congregation by joining our Bivine Services virtually and-participating inworship whenever

possible,

My understanding is that his migration to the United States was driven largely by concerns
for his personal safety after losing two siblings and another relative to gun violence. One of
those relatives, his cousin, Christopher Samuels was also a member of our church community

Founder: Qswald Milroy Williams, 1P
Bishop: Dianna Williams, JP | Pastor: Adrian Senith

Page 1 of3
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International Divine Bro therhood the Spiritualist Movement of Jamaica
' =g Renfield Drive, Kingston 20
Jamaica, Wi

Telephone: 876-969-2118
Emaﬂ:p>4
and had been baptised. Asa young father raising an infant daugnter, he feared the possibility
of leaving his child without a parent and therefore sought the opportunity to preserve his

life and pursue a safer and more stable future.

Members of the congregation continue to hold Mr Williams in high regard and remain
supportive of him. Many of them personally expressed their willingness to stand with him
and encourage him as he continues to pursue a stable and productive life.

Based on our knowiedge of Tahjay Williams and my interaction with him over the years, 1
believe he is a person of good character who strives to live respensibly and contribute
positively to those around him. 1 respectfully ask that the Court take into consideration his
character, his commitment to his faith community, and the support he continues to receive
from members of our congregation. We believe he has the potential to continue contributing
positively to his family, community and society.

Thank you for your time and consideration. Should the Court require any additional
information, ] would be willing to provide further details.
Enclosed with this letter: ‘
o Petition signed by members of the International Divine Brotherhood the Spiritualist
Movement of Jamaica in support of Tahjay Williams.
« A copy of Mr Williams' baptism certificate.

o A copy of Christopher Samuels’ baptism certificate.
Respectfully submitted,

6 - U ﬂ\x%

Bishop Dianna Williams, |P

Bishop Dianna A. Williams, J#
international Divine Brotherhood
The Spiritualist Movement of Jamaica

Founder: Oswald Milroy Williams, 1r
Bishop: Diauna Williams, JP | Paster: Adrian Smith

Page 2 0f 3
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The undersigned members of the Intermation
Movement of Jamaica affirm the statements a
wiliiams.

Tele W

__. Filed 04/22/26
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International Divine Brotherhood the Spiritualist Movement of Jamaica
' 58 Renfield Drive, Kingston 20
Jamaica, Wi

2l Divine Brotherhood the Spiritualist
bove and offer our suppert for Tahjay

fffff

/%7/12’) 5'”./ /:7{'/7

Ly g e s 5/ 5.0
Pl s tdilh Sernaid | A y 5/ 3/ &b
UOrgl rilutsea 7 Ap— /4, EL/QL{
,__OPJ’NSL(Q?H?’N} l‘crf)m/:d Jfﬂ& : . i I N E=78-74-U

‘1?&1%4\ “&bﬁ}erﬂf 7 - L5 B] b
ol LAl . — S, 228
g Lol e 7 15/7;%
V« e mlmmo) poiiar_ 15/ 4/51
rolog (Miller . 1S /z/2¢
- Clna Wollace dihllace ., 150420
Hodece  Mills Hygailla 150> 2.¢]
;’JL&)——— 4/. fed ’{@;/C*J - £ } /
- (\Ouf ov1 “Tulke! /(j’/ﬂﬁﬁid_fl,(_i
’_,ﬂmn hfmr\{c - Pogy ) ‘1L 03, 26
A e )/mlf/}’ e o8 2L
g'l AN - (Cl v oSl é/-,;:.),(,
“Twgnna f\*? rlane. ‘@ /Ua’[/i,{:. ‘
Tl e Il c I fo2(2F
A e hen a3 o 16l ] 26
Xk?iu- X olpe s ol T [l £2./3L
Andege A /1o | f it ls 1] 26
oG s\ amd | st L0324
P pnmine. O |led pre — (1 fsd [76
Qronkll,  Qledden | (Dhoddinm Hozlzt |

Founder: Qswald biilroy Willius, JP
Bishop: Dianna Williams, [T { Pastor: Adrian Smith

Page 3 of 3



Case 2:26-cv-02759-DWL--DMF  Document 1 Filed 04/22/26  Page 33 of 39

. » '._'. iy 4 T et Coal s e oale ' o ; Lote ot e [ 1,
o re $E SR NS N BE 5E Y 2R NE 4R R} R R NI AE
"‘}'L' ’ e
i THE INTERNATIOMAL DIVINE PrROTHERROOD ,*;‘_
bol TEMPBLE OF THE OQRDER ©F CHRIST s
¥ N -~ . » (-
+ Buptisim Certificate X
b d iy
64 T
Tt "% Tt
L >y
» A - o h it
e ‘ Tl st Legity that o
A T ot T
e IRVTRTNY ' Y
A"\ . E . .h“
:1 ok kat g s 2] -/‘/'?":7."""" Lo . {1‘
) R Coar a1t rin s - 4){.‘ Ao {"I g a ,../ f‘ 5 4“: ',1‘.
.h:‘. PR IR L LA N CN | [T O TR LR ../~ 4‘.‘*
:': g ‘—'—5 f o ,::}
N 5 :
15 T I W
' B b '.[ [TETCT I IR T T LR
£ et b .] i ?':;':-

. . TP ) 4 [} . .- 3 s . .
R Tl e R 1 hin A oy A o T s T g TRt PR, . ey iy ¥
ST SRRy Y JEN L EH G R “3;}" = "!71“‘:;‘ P D R S R DR IR &S

THE INTERNATIONAL DIVINE BROTHERHOOD
TEMFLE OF THE ORDER OF CHRIST

: Baptism Certificate
R Chis in o Crrtify that

. ” s
,,!“g;‘.‘.ﬂ,@?!'fzx. . /F 57?’/( ”f: :‘.’r.’-‘.r-'.wb’fﬂ -
WAS BEPTISES A1 . f/ﬂgé‘?’?@’ . ('”’i( vl .
]1 M ( . !'9/;—0[41%/ ree’
AN VoAl ADHUTTED & MEMBIV OF, ij'{,-&é/’“f-’ g) Arelr g //’.ﬂc/w.-/ ot

O THE &’57{ DaY OF . _/7{;{&& ey wHol T,

\,/“'—-—/\ '

Ministge n Cha fgv




Case 2:26-¢cv-02759-DWL--DMF
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3250 North Pinal Parkway

Florence, AZ 85132

Document 1

Filed 04/22/26

Page 34 of 39

My name is Sandra Mwamini, and [ am a member of the community who knows of Mr Williams

Tahjay. ] am writing to express my support for him based on his reputation and the character.

Williams is widely recognized as a kind, responsible and trustworthy individual. He demonstrates

respect for other, integrity, and a willingness to help when he can. Many people in the community

speak highly of him, and he is seen as someone who contributes positively to society.

I respectfully urge you to grant Mr Williams the humanitarian parole, so he can continue being a

positive influence in the community while complying with all ICE requirements.

Sincerely,

Sandra Mwamini

-
Email A

Date: 04/17/2026
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JAMAICA,NY 11433

Department of Homeland Security ICE
Florence Detention Center
3250 North Pinal Parkway
Florence, AZ 85132
RE: Reference Letter on behalf of Tahjay Williams Romell

To Whom it May Concern:

My name is Aby Dio. | am from Senegal but based in the UNITED STATE OF AMERICA, | live at
>_< | am writing to commend Mr Williams whom | have had the opportunity of
knowing H|m personally.  am deeply in concerned for safety if he is return to Jamaica where he will be
killed.

I met Mr Williams after he arrived in the Unite State. From the time | have know him | have seen that
he is a hardworking, respectfully, and kind-heart young man, he wake up early in the morning and
walk the streets and clean the neighberhood, he is generous, peaceful and always willing to help
other, He has built a positive reputation within the community and has great character and
responsibility. Since moving to the United State Tahjay Williams has been working in health care in
New lersey. Helping in taking care of the elders.

Tahjay Williams Romell fled his home country because he is being hunted by some gang members and
some government officials that want him dead it will be good if he can be given an opportunity to stay
here where his life will be safe and protected. | highly recommend Tahjay Williams Romell, | am
confident on his character and can say he is a very passionate person to be with, he will not pose a
flight ricks nor any danger to the community. | am well informed he will be staying with his sponsor
and [ will follow up on him and make sure he attend all his court appointments.

Contact me for more information.
S

A
Sincerely,

ABY DIOP
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Department of Homeland Security (ICE)
Florence Detention Center
3250 North Pinal Parkway

Florence, AZ 85132

RE: Reference Letter on behalf of Tahjay Williams Romell : #>.
A

To Whom it May Concern,

My name is Plamedi Hamsisi , | am a friend and a member of
the community , | am writting to recommend Mr. Tahjay Williams Romell a wonderful
and peace man and a philanthropist whom | have had the opportunity of knowing for
some years during our time in Maryland. Tahjay Williams Romell use to buy cars and sell
them. | witnessed Mr. Tahjay Williams Romell remarkable succes in business and his
idea of making the community better, he is supportive to our community, his family and
friends. Tahjay Williams Romell is a very intelligent, Smart and loving person and a
prayerful man, his leadership is remarkable, his participation in humanitarian activities
macde me gain respect for him and his family, also his love to help cthers in the
community make me respect him. It is on this fact | strongly recommend Tahjay
Williams Romell for it will be of the best of the people of United States of America to
grant him the opportunity to stay in the country, and 1 will support him in anything he
will need.

I highly recommend Tahjay Williams Romell, | am confident on his character and | can
say he is a very passionate person to be with, he will not pose aflight risck or any danger
to the community. | am well informed he will be staying with his sponsor, | will follow up
on him and make sure he attend all his court appointments.

fell free to Contact me for any more information on »—.4

Date: i, 7. 2L

Sincerely,

Plamedi Hamsisi



Case 2:26-cv-02759-DWL--DMF  Document I Filed 04/22/26  Page 39 of 39

Name:

Number:
Address:

I will cooperate and fulfill the conditions ICE establishes.

Order petitioners immediate release under appropriate conditions of supervision; and Grant any other
relief the Court deems just and propef.

Respectfully submitted,

Williams Tahjay Romell

A-Number: Signed : [

DATE: #4147, 20206 SIGNATURE:_@_‘,

Florence Service Process Center



