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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO

EASTERN DIVISION
RICARDO E. PU LUX, Casc No.:
Petitioner,
Judge:

V.

KEVIN RAYCRAFT, Field Office Director, [EMERGENCY CONSIDERATION
Cleveland Field Office, Enforcement and

Removal Operations, U.S. Immigration and REQUESTED

Customs Enforcement;

MARKWAYNE MULLIN, Secretary, PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS
United States Department of Homeland

Security; CORPUS pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2241

TODD LYONS, Acting Director,
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement;

WARDEN / SUPERINTENDENT,
Geauga County Jail

PAMELA BONDI, Attorney General of the
United States,

Respondents.

COMES NOW, Petitioner Ricardo E. Pu Lux (g, by and through
undersigned counsel, and respectfully petitions this Court for a Writ of Habeas Corpus pursuant to
28 U.S.C. § 2241, challenging the lawfulness of his/her ongoing detention by U.S. Immigration
and Customs Enforcement ("ICE") at Geauga County Jail, Chardon, Ohio, without access to a
bond hearing. Petitioner is unlawfully detained without individualized review of flight risk or

dangerousness, in violation of 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment
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to the United States Constitution, and the weight of judicial authority that has now addressed this

precise issue in this District and Circuit.

L INTRODUCTION

Petitioner Ricardo E. Pu Lux is a 29-year-old native and citizen of Guatemala who entered
the United States without inspection in approximately 2014. Petitioner has resided in the United
States for approximately 12 years. Petitioner has one United States citizen child and has a pending
application for Cancellation of Removal before the Cleveland Immigration Court.

On or about April 4, 2026, Petitioner was detained by ICE and designated as subject to
mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A). That designation is legally incorrect.
Petitioner is a person already present in the United States, not an alien arriving at the border and
"seeking admission" within the meaning of § 1225(b}(2)(A). Petitioner's detention is therefore
govemned by 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), which entitles him/her to an individualized bond hearing before
an Immigration Judge. No such hearing has been provided.

As of the date of filing, Petitioner has been detained for approximately 25 days. A motion
for bond hearing was filed with the Immigration court on April 21, 2026. On April 28, 2026, the
Immigration Court declined to review the custody of Petitioner citing a lack of jurisdiction.
(Exhibit A) Petitioner is being held without any individualized determination of whether detention
is necessary to ensure appearance or protect the community. Every day of continued detention
without a bond hearing compounds an injury that is irreparable in nature.

This Court has direct precedent on the precise legal question presented. In two decisions
issued just days apart, two sperate Judge's have found that noncitizens in Petitioner's position,
present in the United States, not actively seeking admission, detained by ICE in the interior, are

governed by § 1226(a), not § 1225(b)(2)(A), and are therefore entitled to a bond hearing.
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Hernandez Hernandez v. Lynch, Case No. 3:26-CV-907 (N.D. Ohio Apr. 23, 2026) {Gaughan, J.);
Murillo Quintanilla v. Raycraft, No. 4:26-cv-00786-BMB (N.D. Ohio Apr. 20, 2026) (Brennan,
).

This Court's decisions are reinforced by a growing consensus across the country, now
including a direct circuit court ruling, that § 1225(b)(2)(A) does not apply to aliens already present
in the interior of the United States. See Ricardo Aparecido Barbosa Da Cunha v. Freden, (2d Cir.
2026) (holding mandatory detention under § 1225(b)(2(A) improper for established interior
residents). The clear weight of judicial authority compels Petitioner's release or, at minimum, an

immediate bond hearing under § 1226(a).

1L JURISDICTION

This Court has subject-matter jurisdiction pursuant to: 28 U.S.C. § 2241 (habeas corpus);
28 U.S.C. § 1331 (federal question); 28 U.S.C. § 1651 (All Writs Act); and Article I, § 9, cl. 2 of
the United States Constitution (Suspension Clause). INS v. St. Cyr, 533 U.S. 289, 301 (2001);
Rumsfeld v. Padilla, 542 U.S. 426, 443 (2004); Hamdi v. Rumsfeld, 542 U.8. 507, 525 (2004).

Habeas corpus relief is available where a person's custody violates "the Constitution or
laws or treaties of the United States.” 28 U.S.C. § 2241(c)(3). Petitioner's detention without a bond
hearing violates 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) and the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment.

No statute divests this Court of jurisdiction. The Jernings v. Rodriguez Court conﬂrrﬁed
that habeas jurisdiction over immigration detention challenges remains intact. 583 U.S. 281, 289
(2018). This Court has exercised habeas jurisdiction over materially identical claims filed within
the past month. Hernandez Hernandez, No. 3:26-CV-907, at 3; Murilio Quintanilla, No. 4:26-cv-

00786-BMB, at 3.



Case: 1:26-cv-01007-JPC Doc #: 1 Filed: 04/29/26 6 of 25. PagelD #: 6

Exhaustion of administrative remedies is not required. The legal question presented is
purely one of statutory interpretation, not a question requiring agency expertise or record
development. The BIA has predetermined the issue through its decision in Matter of Yajure
Hurtado, 29 1&N Dec. 216 (BIA 2025), rendering administrative appeal futile. Hernandez
Hernandez, No. 3:26-CV-907, at 3-5 (finding all three exhaustion factors weigh against requiring
exhaustion and that appeal would be "futile"); Murillo Quintanilla, No. 4:26-cv-00786-BMB, at
3. See also Shalalav. Ill. Council on Long Term Care, Inc., 529 U.S. 1, 13 (2000) (exhaustion may

be waived where pursuit of administrative remedy would be futile).

III. VENUE

Venue is proper in the Northern District of Ohio, Eastern Division, because Petitioner is
physically detained at Geauga County Jail, 12450 Merritt Road, Chardon, OH 44024, within
this District. Rumsfeld v. Padilla, 542 U.S. 426, 443 (2004); Hamama v. Adducci, 946 F.3d 875

(6th Cir. 2020).

IV. PARTIES

Petitioner. Ricrado E. Pu Lux, m is a citizen and national of Guatemala,
born April 14, 1997. Petitioner entered the United States in approximately 2014 and has resided
continuously in the United States since that time. Petitioner is currently detained at Geauga County
Jail, 12450 Merritt Road, Chardon, OH 44024. (Exhibit B)

Respondent Kevin Raycraft is the Field Office Director of the Cleveland Field Office of
Enforcement and Removal Operations, ICE. He is Petitioner's immediate custodian and is sued in

his official capacity. Address: 1240 East 9th Street, Room 565, Cleveland, OH 44199,
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Respondent Markwayne Mullin is the Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security
and is sued in his official capacity. Address: 245 Murray Lane SW, Washington, D.C. 20528,

Respondent Todd Lyons is the Acting Director of U.S. Immigration and Customs
Enforcement and is sued in his official capacity. Address: 500 12th Street SW, Washington, D.C.
20536.

Respondent Warden/Superintendent of Geauga County Jail, 12450 Merritt Road,
Chardon, OH 44024 is the official with immediate custody of Petitioner and is sued in his or her
official capacity.

Respondent Todd Lynch is the Acting Attorney General of the United States and is sued

in his official capacity. Address: 950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, D.C. 20530.

V. FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

A. Petitioner's Backeround

Petitioner Ricardo E. Pu Lux was born on April 14, 1997, in Guatemala. Petitioner entered
the United States without inspection in the year 2014. Petitioner has resided continuously and
without interruption in the United States for approximately 12 years.

Petitioner has established deep ties to this community. Petitioner is the parent of a United
States citizen child. He resides with his child and partner at 313 Woodland Ave., Apt. D, Willard,

Ohio, 44890. Petitioner has no criminal record of any kind.

B. Pending Immigration Proceedings
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Petitioner is currently in removal proceedings before the Cleveland Immigration Court.
Petitioner has filed an Application for Cancellation of Removal for Non-Permanent Residents

pursuant to INA § 240A(b), 8 U.S.C. § 1229b(b). A hearing is scheduled for May 29, 2026.

C. ICE's Arrest and Designation as Mandatory Detainee

On or about April 4, 2026, Petitioner was encountered during a traffic stop and taken into
ICE custody. Petitioner remains detained.

ICE designated Petitioner as subject to mandatory detention pursuant to 8 U.S.C. §
1225(b)(2)(A), characterizing Petitioner as an “applicant for admission" who is "seeking
admission" to the United States. This designation is legally erronecus. Petitioner is not seeking
admission. Petitioner is a person who has lived in the United States for approximately 12 years
and was apprehended in the interior of the country, not at a port of entry or the border.

Since the date of detention, Petitioner has not been afforded any individualized bond
hearing before an Immigration Judge. No immigration officer or judge has made an individualized
determination that Petitioner poses a flight risk or danger to the community sufficient to justify

continued detention.

D. The Government's Policy Change and Its Impact

Prior to July 8, 2025, ICE treated individuals in Petitioner's position as subject to § 1226(a),
which affords an individualized bond hearing. On July 8, 2025, ICE issued internal "interim
guidance" reinterpreting which statute applies, declaring that such individuals are subject to §
1225(b)(2)(A), which mandates detention without a bond hearing. See Hernandez Hernandez, No.

3:26-CV-907, at 2; Murillo Quintaniila, No. 4:26-cv-00786-BMB, at 2.
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The Board of Immigration Appeals codified this policy interpretation in Matter of Yajure
Hurtado, 29 1&N Dec. 216 (BIA 2025), holding for the first time in immigration history that any
person who entered unlawfully and was later taken into immigration detention is no longer eligible
for bond. Hernandez Hernandez, No. 3:26-CV-907, at 2. A subsequent federal district court
vacated Yajure Hurtado, although immigration courts in this Circuit have continued to apply its
reasoning. See Bautista v. Santacruz, 2026 WL 468284 (C.D. Cal. Feb. 18, 2026).

As a direct result of this policy shift, Petitioner has been and continues to be detained
without any meaningful opportunity to seek release through an individualized bond hearing,
notwithstanding judicial authority including precedent in this Court that holds that detention

without such a hearing is unlawful.

VI. LEGAL FRAMEWORK AND ARGUMENT

A, The Statutory Framework; § 1225(b) vs. § 1226(a

Two statutory provisions govern immigration detention during removal proceedings.
Section 1226(a) is the general rule: it authorizes the Government to arrest and detain an alien
pending a removal decision and provides that, except as provided in § 1226(c), the alien may be
released on bond or conditional parole. Section 1225(b)(2)(A) is a specific provision applicable to
"applicant[s] for admission" who are "seeking admission" to the United States and are determined
not to be clearly entitled to admission — those individuals "shall be detained" pending
proceedings.

As multiple courts have held, three distinct things must be true for § 1225(b)(2)(A) to
apply: (1) the person must be "an applicant for admission"; (2) the person must be "seeking

admission™; and (3) the examining officer must determine the person is "not clearly and beyond a
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doubt entitled to be admitted.” Murillo Quintanilla, No. 4:26-cv-00786-BMB, at 3—4; Hernandez

Hernandez, No. 3:26-CV-907, at 8. Petitioner does not satisfy the second and third requirements.

1. Petitioner Is Not "Seeking Admission" Within the Meaning of § 1225(b)(2}(A).

"Applicant for admission" is a defined term under § 1225(a)(1): an alien present in the
United States who has not been admitted. But "seeking admission” is not defined in the INA. It is
a distinct, additional requirement — and courts have uniformly held that it is not synonymous with
being an "applicant for admission."

"Seeking” implies active, ongoing conduct — "something more than just passively being
present in the United States." Murillo Quintanilla, No. 4:26-cv-00786-BMB, at 4 (citing Lopez-
Campos v. Raycraft, 797 F. Supp. 3d 771, 781 (E.D. Mich. 2025)). Congress chose an active
present participle — "seeking” — which signals present, continuing action. Francisco T. v. Bondi,
2025 WL 3490809, at *5 (D. Minn. Sept. 5, 2025). Petitioner is not "seeking admission." Petitioner
entered in 2014 and has lived in the United States for approximately 12 years.

To equate "applicant for admission" with "seeking admission" would render the second
requirement entirely superfluous, violating the cardinal principle that courts must give effect to
every clause and word of a statute. Murillo Quintanilla, No. 4:26-cv-00786-BMB, at 4 (citing TRW
Inc. v. Andrews, 534 U.S. 19, 31 (2001)); Hernandez Hernandez, No. 3:26-CV-907, at 8 (same)
(citing United States ex rel. Polansky v. Exec. Health Res., Inc., 599 U.S. 419, 432 (2023); Bufkin

v. Collins, 604 U.S. 369, 387 (2025)).

2. The Plain Text and Title of § 1225 Confirm It Applies to Arriving Aliens, Not

Interior Residents.




Case: 1:26-cv-01007-JPC Doc #: 1 Filed: 04/29/26 11 of 25. PagelD#: 11

Section 1225 is titled "[ilnspection by immigration officers; expedited removal of
inadmissible arriving aliens; referral for hearing." The repeated reference to "arriving” aliens
confirms the statute's scope. Murillo Quintanilla, No. 4:26-cv-00786-BMB, at 4-5. Section 1226,
by contrast, is titled "[a]pprehension and detention of aliens" language that applies directly to
aliens like Petitioner who are apprehended and detained in the interior of the United States. Id.

The Supreme Court confirmed this structural reading in Jennings v. Rodriguez, 583 U.S.
281, 289 (2018), noting that § 1225(b) "applies primarily to aliens seeking entry into the United
States" and that § 1226 "applies to aliens already present in the United States." Both courts in this
District have relied upon Jennings in reaching the same conclusion. Hernandez Hernandez, No.

3:26-CV-907, at 10-11; Murillo Quintanilla, No. 4:26-cv-00786-BMB, at 4-5.

3. The Laken Riley Act Confirms That § 1226(a) Applies to Interior Residents.

If § 1225(b)(2)(A) already mandated detention of all aliens present in the United States
without inspection as the Government argues, there would have been no need for Congress to enact
the Laken Riley Act, Pub. L. No. 119-1 (2025), which carved certain unadmitted noncitizens out
of § 1226(a). Congress would not enact legislation to modify a statute that, on the Government's
reading, does not apply in the first place. Hernandez Hernandez, No. 3:26-CV-907, at 10 (citing
Chavez v. Dir. of Detroit Field Office, 2025 WL 3187080, at *7 (N.D. Ohio Nov. 14, 2025));

Murillo Quintanilla, No. 4:26-cv-00786-BMB, at 5.

B. This Court's Controlling Precedent Requires a Bond Hearing

This Court has recently addressed the Government's position on mandatory detention. The

Jegal analysis and conclusions in both decisions are directly applicable here.
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In Hernandez Hernandez v. Lynch, Case No. 3:26-CV-907 (N.D. Ohio Apr. 23, 2026)
(Gaughan, J.), this Court held that a Guatemalan national who entered without inspection in 2006
and was detained by ICE in 2026 was "improperly designated" as a mandatory detainee under §
1225¢b)(2)(A). Slip op. at 12. The Court ordered Respondents to either afford Petitioner a bond
hearing under § 1226(a) or release her from custody. /d.

Three days earlier, in Murillo Quintanilla v. Raycraft, No. 4:26-¢cv-00786-BMB (N.D.
Ohio Apr. 20, 2026) (Brennan, J.), this Court reached the same conclusion as to a Honduran
national who had lived in the United States since 2019 and was detained by ICE in January 2026.
The Court held that § 1226(a) "not § 1225(b)" applied, and ordered Respondents to afford
Petitioner a bond hearing under § 1226(a) within five business days. Slip op. at 6-7.

Petitioner's circumstances are materially identical. Like the petitioners in those cases,
Petitioner entered the United States without inspection, has lived in this country for years, and was
apprehended and detained in the interior by ICE. The same legal conclusion compels the same

result here.

C. The Second Circuit and the Growing Judicial Consensus

Most recently, the United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit held in Ricardo
Aparecido Barbosa Da Cunha v. Freden, (2d Cir. 2026), that mandatory detention under §
1225(b)(2)(A) is not appropriate for established interior residents who are not actively seeking
admission. The Second Circuit's decision creates a circuit split with contrary decisions from the
Fifth and Eighth Circuits, and reinforces the District Court majority view that individuals long
settled in the country's interior are not "seeking admission" for purposes of § 1225(b)(2).

The Seventh Circuit, in Castanon-Nava v. U.S. Dep't of Homeland Sec., 161 F.4th 1048

(7th Cir. 2025), issued a preliminary ruling finding that analogous plaintiffs likely had the better
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argument that § 1226(a) applies based on the text and structure of the two provisions. The Ninth
Circuit, though it has stayed the Maldonado-Bautista class action order pending appeal, has not
resolved the underlying statutory question against interior detainees. The Sixth Circuit has not yet
directly addressed the question, but the weight of decisions of the district courts in this Circuit,
including two decisions in this District in the past ten days, find for the petitioners.

The district courts across the country have overwhelmingly granted habeas relief in
materially identical cases. See, e.g., Lopez-Campos v. Raycraft, 797 F. Supp. 3d 771, 778 (N.D.
Ohio 2025); Echavvarria Morales v. Noem, 2026 WL 100583, at *3 (N.D. Ohio Jan. 14, 2026);
Pizarro Reyes v. Raycraft, 2025 WL 2609425, at *3 (E.D. Mich. Sept. 9, 2025); Rodriguez v.
Bostock, 779 F. Supp. 3d 1239, 1260 (W.D. Wash. 2025); Rivero v. Mina, 2026 WL 199319, at *3

(M.D. Fla. Jan. 26, 2026).

D. Petitioner's Detention Without a Bond Hearing Violates Due Process

Even if the statutory question were close Petitioner's continued detention without
individualized review violates the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment.

The Due Process Clause requires that civil detention be reasonably related to a legitimate
governmental purpose. Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S. 678, 690 (2001). Detention for the purpose of
ensuring appearance at removal proceedings is a legitimate purpose but only if pursued through
procedures that are proportionate and individualized. Blanket detention without any hearing,
applied categorically based solely on the manner of entry, is not reasonably related to the
Government's interest in any particular case. It is a presumption that substitutes for judgment.

Petitioner has lived in the United States for approximzitely 12 years. Petitioner has a United
States citizen child whose welibeing and stability depend on Petitioner's presence. Petitioner has a

meritorious application for Cancellation of Removal pending before the immigration court.
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Petitioner has no criminal record. Under these circumstances, a blanket denial of any bond hearing
without any individualized assessment of whether Petitioner actually poses a flight risk or danger
is constitutionally intolerable,

Respondents' interpretation of § 1225(b)(2)(A) would also "disregard[] more than half a
century of precedent enshrining into law the heightened protections applicable to noncitizens
already living within our borders." Rivero v. Mina, 2026 WL 199319, at *3 (M.D. Fla. Jan. 26,
2026) (citing Leng May Ma v. Barber, 357 U.S. 185, 187 (1958)). Noncitizens present in the
country imrespective of how they entered, have always been entitled to greater due process

protections than those apprehended at the border. Hernandez Hernandez, No. 3:26-CV-907, at 11.

E. The Non-Retroactivity Principle Requires Application of Pre-July 8, 2025 Bond

Standards

Even if this Court orders a bond hearing, which it should, the hearing must be conducted
under the discretionary standards that governed prior to the July 8, 2025 ICE policy shift and the
BIA's decision in Matter of Yajure Hurtado. Application of the new, more restrictive standards to
Petitioner's conduct predating July 8, 2025 would violate the non-retroactivity principle recognized
in INS v. 8t. Cyr, 533 U.S. 289, 326 (2001).

In St. Cyr, the Supreme Court held that new immigration restrictions could not be applied
retroactively to individuals who had already taken action in reliance on prior law. The parallel here
is direct. Petitioner entered the United States, established residence, built a family, and accrued
years of presence all at a time when such conduct did not result in categorical detention without
any possibility of bond. To apply post-July 8, 2025 presumptions of dangerousness or flight risk
to Petitioner's years of pre-policy-change conduct would impermissibly attach new legal

consequences to completed actions. Jd.
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Accordingly, any bond hearing ordered by this Court must be conducted by an Immigration
Judge applying the traditional, pre-July 8, 2025 discretionary factors: length of residence in the
United States, family ties, employment history, community ties, prior compliance with
immigration requirements, and the absence of criminal history weighed individually on Petitioner's

specific circumstances.

VIL. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Petitioner Ricardo E. Pu Lux respectfully requests that this Court:
1. Assume jurisdiction over this Petition pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2241;
9. Issue an Order to Show Cause directing Respondents to demonstrate the lawful basis for
Petitioner's continued detention without a bond hearing;
3. Grant the Writ of Habeas Corpus and declare that Petitioner's continued detention pursuant
to 8 U.8.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A) is unlawful, as Petitioner is governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a);
4. Order Respondents to afford Petitioner an individualized bond hearing before an
Immigration Judge under § 1226(a), applying the discretionary standards in effect prior to July
8, 2025, within five (5) business days of the entry of this Court's Order;
5. Inthe alternative, if a lawful § 1226(a) bond hearing is not provided within five (5) business
days, order Petitioner's immediate release from custody;
6. Issue a Temporary Restraining Order pending resolution of this Petition, preventing
Respondents from transferring Petitioner outside the jurisdiction of this Court or the Cleveland
Immigration Court without prior Court approval;
7. Award Petitioner reasonable attorney's fees and costs pursuant to the Equal Access to
Justice Act, 28 U.S.C. § 2412; and

8. Grant such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.
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Respectfully submitted,

Jﬁﬁ: =
~Robert A. Rathft
'BRENNAN, MANNA AND DIAMOND, LLC
200 Public Sguare, Suite 1850

Cleveland, OH 44114

{216) 232-3992

raratliff@bmdilc.com

OH Bar ID: 0068491

Dated: April 29, 2026
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VERIFICATION
I, Robert A. Ratliff, Counsel for Petitioner, declare under penalty of perjury

that the foregoing is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Date: April 29, 2026, . —
’44{:;:,(-_{.'7//

&Wﬂﬁf
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on April 29, 2026, a true and correct copy of the foregoing was
filed with the Clerk of Court via CM/ECT and served upon all counsel of record via CM/ECF
electronic notification. and upon the following Respondents by U.S. Mail:

Kevin Raycraft, Field Office Director, Cleveland ERO —- 1240 East 9th Street, Room 565,
Cleveland, OH 44199

Markwayne Mullin. Secretary, DHS —245 Murray Lane SW, Washington, D.C. 20528
Todd Lyons, Acting Director, ICE — 500 12th Street SW, Washington, D.C. 20536
Warden/Superintendent. Geauga County Jail, 12450 Merritt Road, Chardon, OH 44024

Todd Blanche, Attorney General — 950 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Washington, D.C. 20530
U.S. Aftorney, Northern District of Ohio — 801 West Superior Avenue, Suite 400, Cleveland,

OH 44113 — via CM/ECF ___

P i
RoberrA. Ratliff
BRENNAN, MANNA AND DIAMOND, LLC
200 Public Square, Suite 1830
Cleveland, OH 44114
(216) 232-5992
raratliff@bmdlic.com
OH Bar 1D: 0068491
Dated: April 29, 2026
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EXHIBIT LIST

Exhibit A: Bond Denial

Exhibit B: Detention
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EXHIBIT A
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
EXECUTIVE OFFICE FOR IMMIGRATION REVIEW
CLEVELAND IMMIGRATION COURT

Respondent Name: A-Number:

—
PU-LUX, RICARDO ELIAS
_ Riders:
g In Custody Redetermination Proceedings
Ratliff, Robert A
200 Public Square Date:
Suite 1850 04/28/2026

Cleveland, OH 44114

ORDER OF THE IMMIGRATION JUDGE

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

Denied, because
no jurisdiction.

[0 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 Other:
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=

Immigration Judge: DRUCKER, RICHARD 04/28/2026

Appeal: Department of Homeland Security: waived [ reserved
Respondent: O waived reserved
Appeal Due: 05/28/2026

Certificate of Service
This document was served:
Via: [ M ] Mail | [ P ] Personal Service | [ E ] Electronic Service | [ U ] Address Unavailable
To: [ ] Alien | [ ] Alien ¢/o custodial officer | [ E ] Alien atty/rep. | [ E ] DHS
Respondent Name : PU-LUX, RICARDO ELIAS | A-Number : 240-149-829
Riders:
Date: 04/28/2026 By: Reveron, Krista, Court Staff
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EXHIBIT B
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RICARDO ELIAS PU-LUX
Country of Birth : Guatemala
A-Number: g
Status : In ICE Custody
State: OH

Current Detention Facility: GEAUGA COUNTY JAIL (GEAUGOH)
* Click on the Detention Facility name to obtain facility contact information
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