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PETITION FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 2241 

Personal Information 

(a) Your fullname: EF manuel \arreme, Olenaa. 
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(b) Other names you have used: “hacer ‘Nears 

Place of confinement: Sherseuc’ Detention Facey Le mein . Georgia 

(a) Name of institution: Shewack Derenkion Eek 

(b) Address! AN CCA Ded 
Lumodia, GA DVIS _ 

(c) Your identification number: | 
ee 

Are you currently being held on orders by: 

ederal authorities © State authorities © Other - explain: 

Are you currently: 

OA pretrial detainee (waiting for trial on criminal charges) 

O Serving a sentence (incarceration, parole, probation, etc.) after having been convicted of a crime 

If you are currently serving a sentence, provide: 

(a) Name and location of court that sentenced you: 

(b) Docket number of criminal case: 

(c) Date of sentencing: 

Being held on an immigration charge 

O Other (explain): 

Decision or Action You Are Challenging 

What are you challenging in this petition: 

Ci}How your sentence is being carried out, calculated, or credited by pI prison or parole authorities (for example, 

revocation or calculation of good time credits) 
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O Pretrial detention 

immigration detention 

CO Detainer 

OThe validity of your conviction or sentence as imposed (for example, sentence beyond the statutory 

maximum or improperly calculated under the sentencing guidelines) 

O Disciplinary proceedings 

Other (explain): 

6. Provide more information about the decision or action you are challenging: {mons © Tacitity war Final order 

(a) Name and location of the agency or court: DHSE® Laur pin Ceara 
' ox ® | 

(b) Docket number, case number, or opinion number: oe —~™Yr 

(c) Decision or action you are challenging (for disciplinary proceedings, specify the penalties imposed): 

& : ; om, 

eM v foc BmoOeS nod Larthort Goy OvrComes 
(d) Date of the decision or action: Cyprian \por | Navememvec (251.5 ) 8 1 BONO 

Your Earlier Challenges of the Decision or Action 

5 First appeal 

Did you appeal the decision, file a grievance, or seek an administrative remedy? 

es ONo 

(a) If “Yes,” provide: 

(1) Name of the authority, agency, or court: ||,\\ ~) a 

(2) Date of filing: : 

(3) Docket number, case number, or opinion number: Pa —< 

(4) Result: . ' \ 

(5) Date of result: Case in shi gending 

(6) Issues raised: ye jesues mased “ss Hack tn rerey _ nol agcun o+ 

My COAL ,\ Courre wn Dmecica at Mae age A % bexk | tS chien 
Ra) 

o depocteckien oMec cdnick. ong lecer er ee Moe.> 

: UC: 

ZL 130, T- 425. 

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

8. Second appeal 

After the first appeal, did you file a second appeal to a higher authority, agency, or court? 

Yes No 
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10. 

(a) If “Yes,” provide: 

(1) Name of the authority, agency, or court: 

(2) Date of filing: 

(3) Docket number, case number, or opinion number: 

(4) Result: 

(5) Date of result: 

(6) Issues raised: 

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

Becavre notion lad chened, Nn a Cater isdn Ameckcan Oi220. Spous_ard 
Onildrea fnak yet en Séancy krenkes ns a Crioninal 
Third appeal 

After the second appeal, did you file a third appeal to a higher authority, agency, or court? 

OYes BNo 

(a) If “Yes,” provide: 

(1) Name of the authority, agency, or court: 

(2) Date of filing: 

(3) Docket number, case number, or opinion number: 

(4) Result: 

(5) Date of result: 

- (6) Issues raised: 

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

Cocause oy Tes offrec tots ne “& ursiday rake a Kee nce 

fo | will cemaia pece dé] they decided 1 brie. bad 20054 h 
Motion under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 

In this petition, are you challenging the validity of your conviction or sentence as imposed? 

es ONo 

If “Yes,” answer the following: 

(a) Have you already filed a motion under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 that challenged this conviction or sentence? 

Yes ONo 

Page 4 of 9



Case 4:26-cv-01135-CDL-AGH Documenti1_ Filed 08/26/26 Page4of21 

AO 242 (Rev. 09/17) Petition for a Writ of Habeas Corpus Under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 

EH 

If “Yes,” provide: 

(1) Name of court: Uriked Stale Depaciment of Wstice 
(2) Casenumber: ii eee 

ee 

(3) Date of filing: August iL, 1074 

(4) Result: _ Denia \ 

(5) Date of result: Auguek AE 15, 2024 
(6) Issues raised: 

ge ene er a 
U alias Case. 

(b) Have you ever filed a motion in a United States Court of Appeals under 28 U.S.C. § 2244(b)(3)(A), 

seeking permission to file a second or successive Section 2255 motion to challenge this conviction or 

sentence? 

O Yes No 

If “Yes,” provide: 

(1) Name of court: 

(2) Case number: 

(3) Date of filing: 

(4) Result: 

(5) Date of result: 

(6) Issues raised: 

(c) Explain why the remedy under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 is inadequate or aria to challenge your 

conviction or sentence: ¢ on tin 1 

NOS CAV eng eckrmilly told THe *hner aon Cre rOurel AD men 

1 Lue A (\ POD ~Am Ce Mave Mm. LDersan eoith nal ACME 

And _c. acace pee pr anotinet bo days Loinieln had Giready Paster 
Appeals of immigration proceedings t 

Does this case concern immigration proceedings? 

cs OINo 

If “Yes,” provide: 

(a) Date you were taken into immigration custody: allen on Janucucy ie IO 
(b) Date of the removal or reinstatement order: we. = 

(c) Did you file an appeal with the Board of Immigration Appeals? 

© Yes No 
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If “Yes,” provide: 

(1) Date of filing: 

(2) Case number: 

(3) Result: 

(4) Date of result: 

(5) Issues raised: 

(d) Did you appeal the decision to the United States Court of Appeals? 

OYes No 

If “Yes,” provide: 

(1) Name of court: 

(2) Date of filing: 

(3) Case number: 

(4) Result: 

(5) Date of result: 

(6) Issues raised: 

12. Other appeals 

Other than the appeals you listed above, have you filed any other petition, application, or motion about the issues 

raised in this petition? 

OYes 0 

If “Yes,” provide: 

(a) Kind of petition, motion, or application: ~ 

(b) Name of the authority, agency, or court: 

(c) Date of filing: 

(d) Docket number, case number, or opinion number: 

(e) Result: 

(f) Date of result: 

(g) Issues raised: 
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Grounds for Your Challenge in This Petition 

13, State every ground (reason) that supports your claim that you are being held in violation of the Constitution, 
laws, 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 memorandum. 

GROUND ONE: Violokina, petitioner's right to subskantive due pracess 

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

5 y \nkeceak 
Jern_vS INS, UE Supp 93 4484 (ED. Cal tage) 
Calin retain anoStactive due precceas Tialts 

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

GYes ONo 

GROUND TWO: Detention by Pesoaoen® Is wala kel 

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

The _s\x- math presempeiuehy ceasenchle specie’ Que Cen taued 

(b) Did you present Ground Two in all appeals that were available to you? 

OYes GNo 

GROUND THREE: Violation of Filly OGmendmena’ 

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

(b) Did you present Ground Three in all appeals that were available to you? 

OYes ONo 
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GROUND FOUR: *Relie® o& 1 -\d0/T~ vas - 
° The_priority hte marts fhe ponartizen jy fhe 

ihamie, tod on ‘Vise Queue. 

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

_ Riagionec cat mek bbe Aven Coat ode 
gortn ‘Re Let Cemdinss. 

( 

(b) Did you present Ground Four in all appeals that were available to you? 

OYes 3No 

14. If there are any grounds that you did not present in all appeals that were available to you, explain why you did 

not Fawse | only dd ene appto.l cohich tas ore, ad, 
ened. ' 

| 

Request for Relief 

15. State exactly what you want the courttodo: 7%,  Alla,, me +o op bel! da HAY. Losly 

yo, my is Stung ling arith a nus_forn » 2 year” otf San 
Sond hall! pant alo! Dry Ste use born thle in LOE 
Ya tthe — Asylum, T-180, E-"oirs peding — Prtitioner e3_eQes fads 
velage! dankle. mbater, povel $2 be afer fe bight Hts. 

Case aside ¢ detention fa ih f 
Petit oner ne in emit saint the of 

9°: Ccttended! SF of Fycors of vended I Colles Institetion ah full rick Sholacips 
Efitioner alse obfarred 3 desree's! ib : 
+. 9 1 Nor. Covelina Stoke 

enneasee Hecke, ond 2 Junior Cothge North Fest Community” Col 
in iS3195P1, 

Rl itioner Ooty Pleys Perea Lotdallalrenty walgsed 

Bere eontect, fepitionef wants Chorec +o persue & 
football Qnreer. 
\s Peli dtener has soen arrested but every, Ox8e agek ot 

Bibione’ ov dismissed, Having abt of tespensit 4s 
Rlivionel i5 reqesting a 7 Secont otenge-, J 

fhage grok relidione” wo oper nt y be sith bor ye 
Page 8 of 9 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE 

' MIDDLE DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 
COLUMBUS DIVISION 

Emmanuel Kitenge Olenga 
Petitioner, 

Vv. 
Todd Blanche, United States Attorney General 
Mark Muller, Department Of Homeland Security 

Homer Bryson, Atlanta Field Office Director 
‘Jason Streeval, Warden of Stewart Detention Facility 

Case vv < | 

Respondents. 
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PETITION FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS 

Petitioner, Emmanuel Kitenge Olenga , appearing pro SE, hereby petitions this Court for a writ 

of Habeas Corpus and seeks declaration injunction relief to review the lawfulness of this detention by 

the United States Department of Homeland Security, Immigration and Customs Enforcement (ICE) for 

more than six months because ICE has been unable to obtain the travel documents necessary to deport 

him to Democratic Republican Of Congo. In support of this petition and complaint, petitioner alleges 

as follows: 

CUSTODY 

1. Petitioner is in the physical custody of respondents and detained at the Stewart Detention Center 

in Lumpkin, GA, pursuant to a contractual agreement with the Department of Homeland Security. 

JURISDICTION 

This action arises under the United States constitution, the Immigration and Nationally Act of 

1952, as amended, 8 U.S.C 1101 et seq. (the Act), and the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 701 

et seq. 
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(the APA). 

Jurisdiction exists in this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C 2241 et seq., 28 U.S.C 1331, the APA, 

5 U.S.C. et seq., the Declaratory Judgment Act, 28 U.S.C. et seq., and the All Writ Acts, 28 

| U.S.C. 1361. 

1; Petitioner has exhausted any and:all administrative remedies to the extent required by law. 

VENUE 

2. Pursuant to Braden v. 30" Judicial Circuit court of Kentucky, 410 U.S 484, 493-500 (1973), 

venue lies in the United states District of Georgia, the judicia] District in which petitioner is 

currently detained. 

PARTIES 

3: Petitioner is a native and citizen of Democratic Republican of Congo. Petitioner was first taken 

into the respondents custody on January 17, 2026 and has remained in their custody continuously since 

that date. 

4. Respondent-defendant Todd Blanche, United States Attorney general; Mark Muller, Department 

of Homeland Security; Homer Bryson, Acting Director of U.S Immigration and Customs 

Enforcement; Jason Streeval, Warden of Stewart Detention Center. 

FACTS/BACKGROUND 

Petitioner, Emmanuel Kitenge Olenga, was born in Democratic Republican Of The Congo on 

aw =< According to the Habeas, Petition, Petitioner is a citizen of Democratic Republican Of 

Congo, Kinshasa and has been residing in the United States since March 24, 2004. Pet. 7-8. Petitioner 

was arrested several times in the past with Misdemeanors. All of petitioners charges are dismissed, with 

no convictions with the law. Immigration and Customs Enforcement initially detained him at Charlotte 

Mecklenburg County. Pet.1. As the form I-216 record of transferred persons shows petitioner is not a 

a 

-
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threat to society based on the knowledge of dismissal cases, and being a public figure. The Petitioner 

has attended the university of North Carolina State University, Campbell University, Jackson State 

university, and Tennessee State university ona full ride scholarship. The Petitioner has played in the 

National Football League but was released before receiving an opportunity to show case hi talent, but 

ended up playing in other professional leagues such as; The USFL ( United State Football League), The 

XFL (Xtreme Football League), and the UFL (United Football League) which he lost his contract being 

detained in Stewart Detention Facility. The Petitioner, is married to a born and raised United States 

citizen, and they have two kids together. 
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LEGAL FRAMEWORK FOR RELIEF SOUGHT 

In Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S.678 (2001), the U.S. Supreme Court held that 8 U.S.C. 

ss 1231(a)(6),. when read in light of the Constitution's demands, limits an alien's post- 

removal-period detention to a period reasonably necessary to bring about that alien's 

removal from the United States.533 U.S. at 689. A “habeas court must [first] ask whether the 

detention in question exceeds a period reasonably necessary to secure removal,”Id at 699. If 

the individual's removal “is not reasonably foreseeable, the court should hold continued 

detention unreasonable and no longer authorized by the statute.” Id at 699-700. 

In determining the length of a reasonable removal period, the Court adopted a 

“presumptively reasonable period of detention” of six months. Id at 701. After six months, 

the government bears the burden of disproving an alien's “good reason to believe that there 

is no significant likelihood of removal in the reasonably foreseeable future.” See Zhou v. 

Farquharson, 2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 182239, 2-3 (D. Mass. Oct. 19, 2001)(quoting and 

summarizing Zadvidas). Moreover, “for detention to remain reasonable, as the period of 

prior post-removal confinement grows, what counts as the ‘reasonably foreseeable future,’ 

conversely would have to shrink.” Zadvydas, 533 U.S. at 701. ICE's administrative 

regulations also recognize that the HQPDU has a six-month period for determining whether 

there is a significant likelihood of an alien's removal in the reasonably foreseeable future 

See 8 C.ER. Ss 241.4(k)(2)(ii). 

Evidence showing successful repatriation of other persons to the country at issue is 

not sufficient to meet the government's burden to establish that-an alien petitioner will be 

deported in the reasonably foreseeable future. See Thompson v. INS, 2002 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 

23936 (E.D. La. September 16, 2002)(government failed to show that alien's deportation to 

Guyana was reasonably foreseeable where the government offered historical statistics of 

repatriation to Guyana, but failed to show any response from Guyana on the application for 

H
E
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travel documents that INS and the petitioner had requested). Rather for the government to 

meet its burden of showing that an alien's repatriation is reasonably foreseeable, it must 

provide some meaningful evidence particular to the individual petititoner's case. 

An alien who has been detained beyond the presumptive six months should be 

released where the government is unable to present documented confirmation that the 

foreign govevernmntn at issue will agree to accept the particular individual in question. See 

Agbada v. Aschroft 2002 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 15797(D Mass. August 22, 2001) (court “will 

likely grant” habeas petition after ]4months if ICE is unable to present document 

confirmation that the Nigerian government has agreed to [petitioner's] repatriation”)Zhou, 

2001 U.S. DISt. LEXIS 19050 at *7(W. D. Wash. Feb 28, 2002)(government failure to offer 

specific information regarding how or when it expected to obtain the necessary 

documentation or cooperation from the foreign government indicated that there was no 

significant likelihood of petititoner's removal in the reasonably foreseeable future). 

z 
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CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

COUNT ONE 

STATUTORY VIOLATION 

Petitioner's continued detention by Respondents is unlawful and contravenes 8 U.S.C. Ss 

1231(a)(6) as interpreted by the U.S. Supreme Court in Zadvydas. The six-month presumptively 

reasonable period for continued removal efforts has expired. Petitioner still has not been removed, 

and for the reasons outlined above in the previus paragraphs. Petitioner's removal to is not 

reasonably foreseeable. The Supreme Court held in Zadvydas and Martinez that ICE's continued 

detention of someone after six months whewre deportation is not reasonably foreseeable is 

unreasonably and in violation of 8 U.S.C.ss 1231(a) 533-U.S. at 701 

Ba
rr
er
a 

H
N



, Case 4:26-cv-01135-CDL-AGH Document1 Filed 08/26/26 Page 14 of 21 out 

COUNT TWO 

(Substantive Due Process Violation) 

21. petitioner repeats and re-alleges the allegations set forth in paragraphs | though 18 as though set 

forth fully herein. Petitioner's continued detention violates Petitioner's right to substantive due process 

through a deprivation of the core liberty interest in freedom from bodily restraint. See Tom v. INS, 14 F. 

Supp.2d 1184 (E.D. Cal 1998)(aliens retain substantive due process rights.) 

22.  Asaperson in the United States, petitioner is protected by the due process Clause of the Fifth 

Amendment. ICE has detained petitioner for more than six months since the issuance of his final order 

of removal. There is no significant likelihood that petitioners removal will occur in the reasonably 

foreseeable future. Petitioner does not pose a danger to the community or a risk for flight, and no 

special circumstances exist to justify his continued detention. As Petitioner is not dangerous, not a 

flight risk, and cannot be removed, his indefinite detention is not justified and violates substantive due 

process. See Zadvydas, 533 U.S. at 690-91. 

The Due process Clause of the fifth Amendment requires that the deprivation of Petitioner's 

liberty be narrowly tailored to serve a compelling government interest. While Respondent-defendant 

would have an interest in detaining Petitioner in order to effectuate removal, that interest does not oes 

justify the indefinite detention of petitioner, who is not significantly likely to be removed in the 

reasonably foreseeable future. The U.S. Supreme Court in Zadvydas thus interpreted 8 U.S.C. Ss 2 

1231(a) to allow continued detention only for a period reasonably necessary to secure the alien's 

removal, because any other reading would go beyond the government's articulated interest-to effect the 

alien's removal. See Kay v. Reno, 94 F. Supp. 546,551 (M.D. Pa 2000) (granting writ of Habeas corpus 

because petitioner's substantive due process rights were violated, and nothing that “if deportation can 

never occur, the government's primary legitimate purpose in detention- executing removal-is : 

nonsensical.”’) 
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COUNT THREE 

PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS VIOLATION 

Under the Due Process Clause of the Fifth Amendment, an alien is entitled to a timely and 

meaningful opportunity to demonstrate that she/he should not be detained. Petitioner in this case has 

been denied that opportunity. ICE does not make decisions concerning aliens’ custody status in a 

neutral and impartial manner. The failure of Respondents to provide a neutral decision-maker to 

review the continued custody of Petitioner violates Petitioner's right to procedural due process. [if 

you have not received a decision from HQPDU. Further, Respondents have failed to acknowledge 

or act upon Petitioner's administrative request for release in a timely manner. There is no 

administrative mechanism in place for Petitioner to demand a decision, ensure that a decision will 

ever be made, or appeal a custody decision that violates Zadvydas.} 
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Government not able to provide travel documents. 

COUNT FOUR 

(Detention in violation of the Statute and Regulations) 

17. Petitioner repeats and re-alleges the allegations contained in paragraphs’ through 18 above as 

though set forth fully herein. 

18. Section 241 of the Immigration and nationality Act permits the detention of an alien with a final 

order of removal for a period of 90 days. Beyond the statutory period, the Supreme Court has held 

that six months is a presumptive reasonable period of detention for the government to effect 

removal. Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S 678. 701 (2001). Once six months have passed, the alien must 

be released is there is no reasonable likelihood of removal in the reasonably foreseeable future. 24 

Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S 699, 700 . In this case, ICE has detained petitioner for more than six 

months since the issuance of his final order of removal. 

19. No special circumstances exist to justify petitioners continued detention: 

A. Petitioner is not an alien with a highly contagious disease posing a danger to the public. See 

8C.F.R. 241.14(b). 

B. petitioner release would not cause serious adverse foreign policy consequences. See 8 C.F.R. 

241.14 (c)(1)(ii). There is no indication that petitioners release would have serious adverse foreign 

policy consequences. 

€. petitioner was never and is now detained on account of security or terrorism concerns. See 

8C.F.R. 241.14(d)(1). 

D. Petitioner has not committed a violent crime as defined in 18 U.S.C. 16 as would classify him as 

specially dangerous. See. 8 C.F.R. 241.14(f)(1). His release therefore would not pose a special 

danger to the public. See _8 C.E.R. 241.14(f) See Conviction Record 

; 

2 
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20. Because there is no significant likelihood of removal in the reasonably foreseeable future, and “2 

because none of the special circumstances exist here to justify petitioners continued detention, 

petitioner must be released under ICE supervision. 

B
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

-WHEREF ORE, petitioner prays that this Honorable Court to grant the following relief: 

l. Issue an Order assuming jurisdiction over this matter; 

2. Declaring that petitioner continued detention is not authorized by the DHS and/or violates 

the Fifth Amendment; 

= i Order Respondents to refrain from transferring petitioner out of the jurisdiction of ICE 

4. Grant any other and further relief this court may deem appropriate. 

ns | Granting this petition for a writ of Habeas Corpus and releasing petitioner under an order of 

supervision; 

I affirm, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Emmanuel Kitenge Olenga 

Petitioners Name 

08/18/2026 

Today's Date 

=— _ ——__ 
Alien Number 

146 CCA Road 

Lumpkin, GA, 31815 

Mailing Address 

PUBLIC NOTARY 

% [1A 2OVO ~MIKETAVIOUS A HALLBAG "ee: , NOTARY PUBLIC 
Pees Cou 

© of Georgia 
My Comm. Expires May 31, 2030 

SIGNATURE
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Declaration Under Penalty Of Perjury 

If you are incarcerated, on what date did you place this petition in the prison mail system: 

I declare under penalty of perjury that I am the petitioner, I have read this petition or had it read to me, and the 

information in this petition is true and correct. I understand that a false statement of a material fact may serve as the basis 

for prosecution for perjury. 

7 EC MANOEL- Ke OLENGA 
Signature Of Petitioner 

Date: 08/(8/ L024 

Signature of Attorney or other authorized person, if any 
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PETITION FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS UNDER 28 U.S.C. § 2241 

Instructions 

1. Who Should Use This Form. You should use this form if 

. you are a federal prisoner and you wish to challenge the way your sentence is being carried out (for 

example, you claim that the Bureau of Prisons miscalculated your sentence or. failed to properly award 

good time credits); 
. you are in federal or state custody because of something other than a judgment of conviction (for 

example, you are in pretrial detention or are awaiting extradition); or 

. you are alleging that you are illegally detained in immigration custody. 

2. Who Should Not Use This Form. You should not use this form if 
you are challenging the validity of a federal judgment of conviction and sentence (these challenges are 

generally raised in a motion under 28 U.S.C. § 2255); 

. you are challenging the validity of a state judgment of conviction and sentence (these challenges are 

generally raised in a petition under 28 U.S.C. § 2254); or 

. you are challenging a final order of removal in an immigration case (these challenges are generally 

raised in a petition for review directly with a United States Court of Appeals). 

5. Preparing the Petition. The petition must be typed or neatly written, and you must sign and date it under 

penalty of perjury. A false statement may lead to prosecution. 

4, Answer all the questions. You do not need to cite law. You may submit additional pages if necessary. If you 

do not fill out the form properly, you will be asked to submit additional or correct information. If you want to 

submit any legal arguments, you must submit them in a separate memorandum. Be aware that any such 

memorandum may be subject to page limits set forth in the local rules of the court where you file this petition. If 

you attach additional pages, Sunber the pages and identify which section of the petition is being continued. All 

filings must be submitted on paper sized 8% by 11 inches. Do not use the back of any page. 

5. Supporting Documents. In addition to your petition, you must send to the court a copy of the decisions you are 

challenging and a copy of any briefs or administrative remedy forms filed in your case. 

6. Required Filing Fee. You must include the $5 filing fee required by 28 U.S.C. § 1914(a). If you are unable to 

pay the filing fee, you must ask the court for permission to proceed in forma pauperis — that is, as a person.who 

annot pay the filing fee — by submitting the documents that the court requires. 

wv F Submitting Documents to the Court. Mail your petition and copies to the clerk of the United States 

District Court for the district and division in which you are confined. For a list of districts and divisions, see 28 

USS.C. §§ 81-131. All copies must be identical to the original. Copies may be legibly handwritten. 

If you want a file-stamped copy of the petition, you must enclose an additional copy of the petition and ask the 

court to file-stamp it and return it to you. 

8. Change of Address. You must immediately notify the court in writing of any change of address. If you do not, 

the court may dismiss your case. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Emmanuel Kitenga Olenga, hereby certify that on _08/18/2026_a copy of this 

Petition for Writ Habeas Corpus 

which it was send via priority mail to: 

l, United States District Court 

For the Middle District of Georgia 

Columbus Division 

P.O. Box 124 

Columbus, GA, 31902 

And placed a copy of this, petition for Writ Habeas Corpus 

In the proper ICE Drop Box To: 

Ds United States Attorney 

Stewart Detention Center 

146 CCA Road 

Lumpkin , GA, 31815 

Therefore under the “Mailbox Rule”, the date a prisoner/detainee delivers a copy of a petition or 

other filing document to the detention authorities for mailing is considered to be the date filing 

with the Court. See Washington v. United States, 243 f. 3d 1299, 1301 (11" cir. 2011) 

Detainee's Name; Emmanuel K Olenga 

A 

Stewart Detention Center 

146 CCA Road 

_ Lumpkin, GA, 31815 


