
Case name Date Judge Asserted grounds for habeas Ruling Rationale Relief Order (if granted) Link
Rodriguez v. Department of Homeland Security 5/26/26 Jones Petitioner is subject to 1226, not 1225 Granted Jones relies entirely on previous rulings on this subject, finding that EWIs are clearly bond eligible under the INA. Interestingly, he does decline to adopt the magistrate's recommendation in one important respect. Mag Judge Stephens held below that the government will bear the burden of proof at the bond hearing, but Jones declined to adopt this ruling because he felt it was "premature at this stage."Provide a bond hearing within 5 days or release within 7; also required the government to certify compliance.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I2c99d730596311f1b3f4fe34d5974733/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Palacio v. Mullin 5/20/26 Wyrick Zadvydas indefinite detention; other non-specific due process and regulatory claims Denied Wyrick adopts the reasoning from Judge Mitchell's R&R below in its entirety. Below, Judge Mitchell first denied the indefinite detention claim under Zadvyas as being premature, since the Petitioner was not issued a final order of removal until April 1, 2026 (Zadvyas only kicks in post-final order). She similarly denies Petitioner's other due process and regulatory claims as being too non-specific to warrant relief. The takeaway here is that Petitioners need to be as specific as possible in identifying which aspects of their arrest and detention violate due process or the INA.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I72b61170550811f185c7ef33f8c30415/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Castaneda v. Mullin 5/21/26 Jones Petitioner is subject to 1226, not 1226 Granted Jones relies entirely on previous rulings on this subject, finding that EWIs are clearly bond eligible under the INA. Interestingly, he does decline to adopt the magistrate's recommendation in one important respect. Mag Judge Maxfield held below that the government will bear the burden of proof at the bond hearing, but Jones declined to adopt this ruling because he felt it was "premature at this stage."Provide a bond hearing within 7 days or release the petitioner; certify compliancehttps://www.westlaw.com/Document/I9b9d1130555111f18df8800d40bb77ef/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Tran v. Blanche 4/30/26 Goodwin Petitioner was re-detained while under an order of supervision despite there being no change of circumstances making removal more foreseeable and despite the fact that he had not violated any conditions of his release.Granted Folks who come from countries with which we have no diplomatic ties are often released on OOS. Judge Goodwin begins by highlighting the regulatory structure around orders of supervision, explaining that, in order to re-detain someone, there must be (1) a change of circumstances making removal reasonably foreseeable, (2) a violation of the noncitizen's conditions of release, and (3) notice and an opportunity to challenge re-detention. Here, DHS provided none of these things, and so Goodwin granted relief.Immediate release or notice as to changed circumstances/violation of conditions within three days and a certificate of compliance filed within 5 days.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I820bdc20453311f1933590ab6bf177bc/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Bakom v. Blanche 4/29/26 DeGiusti Petitioner is subject to 1226, not 1225 Granted DeGiusti cites to his prior rulings, explaining that an "applicant for admission" must also be "seeking admission" in order for 1225 to apply to their detention.Provide a "prompt" bond hearing or otherwise release Petitioner.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/Icc5dcdf0445311f1b6a5bfc549c6d5a3/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Batista Ronda v. Figueroa 4/28/26 Jones Petitioner is subject to 1226, not 1225 Granted Jones relies entirely on previous rulings on this subject, finding that EWIs are clearly bond eligible under the INA. Interestingly, he does decline to adopt the magistrate's recommendation in one important respect. Mag Judge Stephens held below that the government will bear the burden of proof at the bond hearing, but Jones declined to adopt this ruling because he felt it was "premature at this stage."Provide a bond hearing within 5 days or release within 7; also required the government to certify compliance.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I22798ec0435c11f1a028b7edb0533915/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Singh v. Grant 4/20/26 Jones Petitioner is subject to 1226, not 1225 Granted Jones relies entirely on previous rulings on this subject, seeing no need to further discuss the question of 1225 / 1226 here, even with the additional factor that the Petitioner applied for asylum in 2022, finding it does not constitute "seeking admission."Provide a bond hearing within 7 days or otherwise release Petitioner if not provided a bond hearing within that window.https://1.next.westlaw.com/Document/Ib36843003e0111f19ce9ea2ec1b2e136/View/FullText.html?navigationPath=Search%2Fv1%2Fresults%2Fnavigation%2Fi0a8985b80000019dcfdfc099cca15eb4%3Fppcid%3De1c171cb526c4df5a69ba2585700e3fa%26Nav%3DCASE%26fragmentIdentifier%3DIb36843003e0111f19ce9ea2ec1b2e136%26parentRank%3D0%26startIndex%3D21%26contextData%3D%2528sc.Search%2529%26transitionType%3DSearchItem&listSource=Search&listPageSource=8c2003a41925fadaa0e543865929f4f1&list=CASE&rank=40&sessionScopeId=4ff9db7afcdf595f901ea8f482d4b9aa19928507b7fc458c82755da2029b3c92&ppcid=e1c171cb526c4df5a69ba2585700e3fa&originationContext=Search%20Result&transitionType=SearchItem&contextData=%28sc.Search%29
Nguyen v. Bondi 4/16/26 Heaton Respondents failed to comply with procedural requirements for re-detainment Granted Heaton adopts in full the Magistrate's R&R, finding that failure to abide by either 241.13 or 241.4 while revoking an OOS violates due process rightsPetitioner is to be released immediately https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I5c21a3803a2711f18df990bdbe68d563/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Alberto Torres Villason v. Director of Diamondback Correctional Center4/8/26 DeGiusti Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted DeGiusti finds that an "applicant for admission" must also be "seeking admission" at the time of their arrest and detention in order to be subject to 1225(b)(2)(A). DeGiusti further rejects the government's alternative argument that, by resisting deportation or filing an asylum application, Petitioner was now "seeking admission" within the meaning of 1225(b)(2)(A). Provide a prompt bond hearing or otherwise release Petitioner.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I9963c3f033dc11f1a884e85094ef572c/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Kumar v. Johnson 4/7/26 Jones Petitioner is subject to 1226, not 1225 Granted Jones relies entirely on previous rulings on this subject, seeing no need to further discuss the question of 1225 / 1226 here, even with the additional factor that the Petitioner applied for asylum, finding it does not constitute "seeking admission."Provide a prompt bond hearing within five days or release the Petitionerhttps://1.next.westlaw.com/Document/I82943090330c11f1ba8c8b359f60ad4a/View/FullText.html?navigationPath=Search%2Fv1%2Fresults%2Fnavigation%2Fi0a8985b80000019dcfdfc099cca15eb4%3Fppcid%3D7adfde3efc25478ebffe4ed42b0d0da7%26Nav%3DCASE%26fragmentIdentifier%3DI82943090330c11f1ba8c8b359f60ad4a%26parentRank%3D0%26startIndex%3D41%26contextData%3D%2528sc.Search%2529%26transitionType%3DSearchItem&listSource=Search&listPageSource=8c2003a41925fadaa0e543865929f4f1&list=CASE&rank=42&sessionScopeId=4ff9db7afcdf595f901ea8f482d4b9aa19928507b7fc458c82755da2029b3c92&ppcid=7adfde3efc25478ebffe4ed42b0d0da7&originationContext=Search%20Result&transitionType=SearchItem&contextData=%28sc.Search%29
Bermudez v. Figueroa 4/6/26 Dishman Detention without individualized bond hearing violated due process Denied After filing habeas petition, Petitioner opted to self-deport and is no longer in ICE custody. Thus, the case is moot.N/A https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I66439880320411f1bb2fe5b6f4096279/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Hernandez-Blanco v. Grant 4/1/26 Russell Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted Russell adopts the reasoning from Mag Judge Stephens' R&R, which found that an "applicant for admission" must also be "seeking admission" to be detained under 1225(b)(2)(A).Provide a prompt bond hearing. https://www.westlaw.com/Document/Ib1b783402e3e11f1a884e85094ef572c/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Johal v. Bondi 4/1/26 Jones Violation of INA by denial of bond Denied Petitioner was found to be a flight risk by the IJ and denied bondN/A https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I20e9a2402e5b11f1a09a874e24bb3896/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Singh v. Johnson 3/23/26 Jones Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. This case is particularly noteworthy insofar as Petitioner had only recently entered the United States and was detained upon entry. After expressing a desire to raise an asylum claim, he was released, then later re-detained. Granted Jones relies entirely on the rationale from Judge Maxfield's R&R. He grants habeas relief on the statutory claim because Petitioner is not "seeking admission" within the meaning of 1225. He further rejects the argument that Petitioner's pending aslyum claim constitutes "seeking admission" because an asylum application does not constitute "seeking admission" as its contemplated in 1225. 1225's "seeking admission" contemplates inspection with an official prior to entry, not an effort to raise asylum during immigration proceedings.Provide a bond hearing within 7 days or otherwise release Petitioner if not provided a bond hearing within that window. Jones also requires the government to prove compliance within 10 days of this order.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/Ide8643e0278911f1b8ecdb13749b9214/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Bui v. Bondi 3/20/26 Jones Zadvydas indefinite detention Granted Petitioner arrived in the United States as a child in 1978 from Vietnam. As an adult, he committed multiple crimes, earning him a fifteen-year sentence for aggravated robbery with a deadly weapon. In 1998, he was chosen for deportation, but Vietnam refused to take him. He was released in 2005 on an Order of Supervision. He was re-detained in June of 2025 and detained for over six months, violating ZadvydasPetitioner was to be released immediately under Order of Supervisionhttps://www.westlaw.com/Document/If85e41b024ea11f1997af4e09d56e670/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Cano v. Holt 3/16/26 Dishman Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Dishman provides the most extensive rebuke yet to our argument that 1226 controls in this caseDenied Dishman undergoes an extensive analysis of why he believes detention is controlled by 1225 instead of 1226. He argues, among many other points, that Congress omitted a time limit from 1225(a)(1) and (b)(2)(A) for when one is no longer considered an "applicant for admission," while including a time limit elsewhere in the statute for asylum claims and expedited removals, implying there is no limit. Because of that, even though petitioner entered the country in 2004, they could still be considered an "applicant for admission" since they initially entered without inspection. Dishman also states that being an "applicant" necessitates one is also "seeking admission" based on the presence of the word "otherwise" in 1225(a)(3) ("“Seeking” does not describe what the alien is voluntarily doing or the alien's mindset. The alien is “seeking admission” in the same way the alien is “an applicant for admission”—by congressional decree."), meaning Petitioner was still "seeking admission" at time of detainment in August of 20N/A https://www.westlaw.com/Document/If7feb9a021d611f19639cd8055d1d8fe/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Rahul v. Noem 3/11/26 DeGiusti Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted DeGiust cited Cruz-Hernandez v. Noem  to acknowledge that seeking asylum does not constitute "seeking admission" for Rahul as he'd already been in the country for years, and therefore 1226(a) controls. Provide a prompt bond hearing or otherwise release Petitioner.https://1.next.westlaw.com/Document/I011830a01dd811f19639cd8055d1d8fe/View/FullText.html?navigationPath=Search%2Fv1%2Fresults%2Fnavigation%2Fi0a89c6ed0000019dc158162490a9a8f9%3Fppcid%3D41bb1a1ed8a944189e9f0f95baec8358%26Nav%3DCASE%26fragmentIdentifier%3DI011830a01dd811f19639cd8055d1d8fe%26parentRank%3D0%26startIndex%3D1%26contextData%3D%2528sc.Search%2529%26transitionType%3DSearchItem&listSource=Search&listPageSource=956d4b936ed0743e5ec53cd0efd1f5ca&list=CASE&rank=8&sessionScopeId=80e260b879031af23c6718984011d9cb6193e704d9005267f3efddb2b4f54734&ppcid=41bb1a1ed8a944189e9f0f95baec8358&originationContext=Search%20Result&transitionType=SearchItem&contextData=%28sc.Search%29
Cao v. Bondi 3/6/26 Goodwin Respondents failed to comply with procedural requirements for re-detainment Granted Respondents failed to provide written notice or informal interview ahead of re-detaining Petitioner, violating 241.13(i) and Petitioner's OOS. Goodwin cites Zadvydas to order Petitioner's release. In a subsequent decision, however, Petitioner did not object to being deported to Vietnam (link: https://1.next.westlaw.com/Document/Ie81c65d01db411f19639cd8055d1d8fe/View/FullText.html?docFamilyGuid=Ie8f895001db411f1ab54ccd44d023736&ppcid=6c8ad276942c4d1c8f3aacf25ec6eab4&transitionType=History&contextData=%28sc.Search%29)Provide Petitioner with notification of the reasoning behind his re-detainment within three days and schedule an informal interview, or release the Petitionerhttps://1.next.westlaw.com/Document/I663bd0e01a0911f1a23fda6eccb73d6e/View/FullText.html?transitionType=SearchItem&contextData=(sc.Search)
Nigmatov v. Noem 3/4/26 Palk Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225 Granted Palk didn't say much, but swiftly ruled that 1226 controls, not 1225, citing  Lopez v. CoreCivic Cimarron Corr. Facility, Castañon-Nova v. DHS, and  Buenrostro-Mendez v. BondiProvide a prompt bond hearing within seven days or release the petitionerhttps://1.next.westlaw.com/Document/I4dd2f560187411f1971ace5fdb88c13d/View/FullText.html?navigationPath=Search%2Fv1%2Fresults%2Fnavigation%2Fi0a8985b80000019dcfdfc099cca15eb4%3Fppcid%3D960f981023234fa3a7bcf1c821de0ccc%26Nav%3DCASE%26fragmentIdentifier%3DI4dd2f560187411f1971ace5fdb88c13d%26parentRank%3D0%26startIndex%3D1%26contextData%3D%2528sc.Search%2529%26transitionType%3DSearchItem&listSource=Search&listPageSource=91ec6e6cc213c36dbb2cef61ba0b7a90&list=CASE&rank=6&sessionScopeId=4ff9db7afcdf595f901ea8f482d4b9aa19928507b7fc458c82755da2029b3c92&ppcid=960f981023234fa3a7bcf1c821de0ccc&originationContext=Search%20Result&transitionType=SearchItem&contextData=%28sc.Search%29
Singh v. Bondi 2/20/26 Jones Petitioner is subject to 1226, not 1225, and his warrantless arrest violated 1226 Granted Jones reiterates that 1226 controls, not 1225, and that applying for asylum does not constitute "seeking admission." He also agreed with the Magistrate Judge not to suppress evidence obtained during Petitioner's warrantless arrest.Petitioner was to be released immediately under Order of Supervisionhttps://www.westlaw.com/Document/I940bd0400ef311f1a1dda34fb8dc00da/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Campa v. Johnson 2/17/26 Heaton Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted Heaton, while acknowledging the strong cases made by both parties in the 5th Cir.'s Buenrostro-Mendez , sides with the reasoning of the 7th Cir.'s Castanon-NavaProvide a bond hearing within 7 days or release the petitionerhttps://1.next.westlaw.com/Document/Ibc79fa800c9f11f1a1dda34fb8dc00da/View/FullText.html?navigationPath=Search%2Fv1%2Fresults%2Fnavigation%2Fi0a89c6ed0000019dc158162490a9a8f9%3Fppcid%3D41bb1a1ed8a944189e9f0f95baec8358%26Nav%3DCASE%26fragmentIdentifier%3DIbc79fa800c9f11f1a1dda34fb8dc00da%26parentRank%3D0%26startIndex%3D1%26contextData%3D%2528sc.Search%2529%26transitionType%3DSearchItem&listSource=Search&listPageSource=956d4b936ed0743e5ec53cd0efd1f5ca&list=CASE&rank=1&sessionScopeId=80e260b879031af23c6718984011d9cb6193e704d9005267f3efddb2b4f54734&ppcid=41bb1a1ed8a944189e9f0f95baec8358&originationContext=Search%20Result&transitionType=SearchItem&contextData=%28sc.Search%29
Damian v. Jones 2/17/26 Jones Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted 1225 applies to those applicants for admission who are actively "seeking admission." Someone who entered without inspection and remained for many years is not "seeking admission" as contemplated by 1225.Provide a "prompt" bond hearing or otherwise release Petitioner, and file a certificate of compliance with the order within 10 days.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I8b8991500c7d11f19cb18ee2cbedcd47/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Khaliqu v. Noem 1/26/26 Palk Zadvydas indefinite detention Granted Petitioner, initially in ICE custody February 2020 - August 2021, was re-detained in 2025 and had been in custody for longer than six months. After a total of nearly five years of communication with Saudi Arabia and Jordan failed to produce the proper documents to make deportation possible, Khaliq petitioned for habeas relief, and any further detention of Khaliq would violate ZadvydasPetitioner was to be released immediately under Order of Supervisionhttps://1.next.westlaw.com/Document/Ieee8fac0fb6511f09347a80819a3abcc/View/FullText.html?navigationPath=Search%2Fv1%2Fresults%2Fnavigation%2Fi0a8985b80000019dcf044826cc762bc8%3Fppcid%3D91fcf24c2abb4677938b790085a6eeac%26Nav%3DCASE%26fragmentIdentifier%3DIeee8fac0fb6511f09347a80819a3abcc%26parentRank%3D0%26startIndex%3D1%26contextData%3D%2528sc.Search%2529%26transitionType%3DSearchItem&listSource=Search&listPageSource=53f66938dbab1a7b50dbf9e11ce47b85&list=CASE&rank=2&sessionScopeId=4ff9db7afcdf595f901ea8f482d4b9aa19928507b7fc458c82755da2029b3c92&ppcid=91fcf24c2abb4677938b790085a6eeac&originationContext=Search%20Result&transitionType=SearchItem&contextData=%28sc.Search%29
Toledo Santos v. Grant 1/23/26 Palk Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted Palk grants habeas relief on the statutory claim and cites to his reasoning in Lopez v. Corecivic. Petitioner is not "seeking admission" as required by 1225(b)(2)(A). Palk declines to reach due process claim for reasons of constitutional avoidance.Provide a bond hearing within 7 days or otherwise release Petitioner if not provided a bond hearing within that window.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I3b50df50f94911f09347a80819a3abcc/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Lopez v. Corecivic Cimarron Correctional Facility 1/21/26 Palk Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted Palk grants habeas relief on the statutory claim. While he seems to resist the conclusion that Petitioner is even an "applicant for admission," he reasons that, even assuming arguendo that he's an A4A, he is not "seeking admission" as required by 1225. Does not reach due process claim since he granted statutory relief.Provide a bond hearing within 7 days or otherwise release Petitioner if not provided a bond hearing within that window.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I7fcead00f77911f09047e1a7f3d4d0cd/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Cortes v. Holt 1/20/26 Palk Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225 Granted Palk agreed with the Petitioner on 1226, and called the government's argument for 1225 "undeveloped and conclusory." He specifies even if one is an applicant for admission, that does not automatically mean one is seeking admission, and mere presence in the country does not equal "seeking admission." Palk used similar logic as Jones in Garcia v. Holt that if "applicant seeking admission" is the same as "an applicant for admission," then the "seeking admission" language is redundant / superfluousProvide a bond hearing within 7 days or otherwise release Petitioner if not provided a bond hearing within that window.https://1.next.westlaw.com/Document/I85300650f6a111f0ae6ca0aba8d17ec3/View/FullText.html?navigationPath=Search%2Fv1%2Fresults%2Fnavigation%2Fi0a8985b80000019dcfdfc099cca15eb4%3Fppcid%3De1c171cb526c4df5a69ba2585700e3fa%26Nav%3DCASE%26fragmentIdentifier%3DI85300650f6a111f0ae6ca0aba8d17ec3%26parentRank%3D0%26startIndex%3D21%26contextData%3D%2528sc.Search%2529%26transitionType%3DSearchItem&listSource=Search&listPageSource=8c2003a41925fadaa0e543865929f4f1&list=CASE&rank=38&sessionScopeId=4ff9db7afcdf595f901ea8f482d4b9aa19928507b7fc458c82755da2029b3c92&ppcid=e1c171cb526c4df5a69ba2585700e3fa&originationContext=Search%20Result&transitionType=SearchItem&contextData=%28sc.Search%29
Li v. Grant 1/20/26 Heaton Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225 Granted Heaton does not provide much in the way of legal analysis, relying exclusively on Judge Mitchell's R&R below (which is not linked on Westlaw). With that said, he appears to agree that 1226 governs the Petitioner's detention, and declines to rule on the due process claims for reasons of constitutional avoidance. He further rejects the government's alternative reading that the Petitioner's pending asylum application rendered him to be "seeking admission" under 1225.Provide a bond hearing within 7 days or otherwise release Petitioner. Heaton also orders the government to produce a certificate of compliance within 10 business days.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I8e2e9370f6a111f0ae6ca0aba8d17ec3/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Guerra v. Bondi 1/15/26 Goodwin Respondents failed to comply with procedural requirements for re-detainment Granted Respondents failed to provide written notice or informal interview prior to revoking Petitioner's OOS, citing Mathews and Zadvydas for the importance of due process for aliensProvide Petitioner with notification of records review and schedule an interview and custody review within three days or release the Petitionerhttps://www.westlaw.com/Document/I1333ccf0f27611f0b65da396612e05f9/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Machado v. Holt 1/13/26 Wyrick Petitioner is subject to 1226, not 1225 Denied Wyrick primarily relies on his reasoning from Gutierrez Sosa, arguing that an "applicant for admission" is necessarily "seeking admission," and therefore 1225(b)(2)(A) governs his detention.N/A https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I27ca1f20286d11f1adb8e6de5aef5126/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Quiroz v. Grant 1/13/26 Wyrick Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Denied Wyrick primarily relies on his reasoning from Gutierrez Sosa, arguing that an "applicant for admission" is necessarily "seeking admission," and therefore 1225(b)(2)(A) governs his detention.N/A https://www.westlaw.com/Document/Id27ae7e02aea11f1b564d62e7a6d5e54/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Ramirez Rojas v. Noem 1/13/26 Heaton Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted Heaton does not provide much in the way of legal analysis, relying exclusively on Judge Mitchell's R&R below (which is not linked on Westlaw). With that said, he appears to agree that 1226 governs the Petitioner's detention, and declines to rule on the due process claims for reasons of constitutional avoidance.Provide a bond hearing within 7 days or otherwise release Petitioner if not provided a bond hearing within that window. Heaton also requires the government to produce a status report verifying their compliance with his order within 10 days.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I4410cf20f12d11f0b0f7e9715e330148/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Hernandez-Perez v. United States Immigration and Customs Enforcement1/7/26 Jones Zadvydas indefinite detention Granted Petitioner had been in detention for longer than six months, three countries had rejected ICE's request for acceptance, the last request for acceptance was nine months prior, and ERO had not provided any recent updates about removal efforts.Petitioner to be released immediately, subject to an "appropriate Order of Supervision." With this line, Jones drops a footnote to 8 CFR § 241.5, seemingly to imply that ICE actually has to comply with the rules regarding Orders of Supervision (meaning no re-detention unless Petitioner commits a qualifying criminal offense or circumstances change such that removal now becomes "reasonably foreseeable")https://1.next.westlaw.com/Document/If01292d0ec6011f096f1d0c8e026eabc/View/FullText.html?docFamilyGuid=If13715a0ec6011f08e8d98951cec15a4&ppcid=6aaef33a647f4e13bc83bd2bf3cbee17&transitionType=History&contextData=%28sc.Search%29
Gutierrez Sosa v. Holt 1/6/26 Wyrick Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Denied Petitioner was an applicant for admission and was, therefore, necessarily "seeking admission" per 1225.N/A https://www.westlaw.com/Document/Ife256780eb8411f096f1d0c8e026eabc/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Cruz-Hernandez v. Noem 1/2/26 DeGiusti Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted DeGiusti finds that an "applicant for admission" must also be "seeking admission" at the time of their arrest and detention in order to be subject to 1225(b)(2)(A).Provide a prompt bond hearing or otherwise release Petitioner.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/If81b8000e86811f0bdc6c4c442a751a0/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Montoya v. Holt 12/26/25 Dishman Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Denied Dishman denies statutory claim because applicants for admission are necessarily "seeking admission" per 1225. Dishman applies the Mathews Procedural Due Process standard to deny due process claim.N/A https://www.westlaw.com/Document/Id566dbc0e34211f0a82496954a58ce00/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Garcia v. Holt 12/8/25 Jones Petitioner is subject to 1226, not 1225 Granted Jones clairifies that the inclusion of the phrase "seeking admission" in 1225 would be redundant if all "applicants for admission" were also "seeking admission," and therefore Petitioner was not "seeking admission." Cites  Loa Caballero v. Baltazar.Provide a prompt bond hearing or release the Petitionerhttps://www.westlaw.com/Document/I470e0580d4d111f0af4b885aa837c848/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Medina-Herrera v. Noem 12/2/25 Jones Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted Jones grants habeas relief on statutory claim because, while Petitioner is an applicant for admission, he is not seeking admission. Jones rejects the government's alternative reading that--because Petitioner was seeking cancellation of removal--he is now "seeking admission" under 1225. "Admission" means lawful entry, and permission to remain (as is the case with cancellation) is not the same thing as lawful admission. Jones declines to reach the due process claim based on constitutional avoidance principles.Provide Petitioner with a "prompt" bond hearing or otherwise release him if one is not provided.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/I11ec83e0d01c11f0b122e99927ddbd95/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Hamidi v. Bondi 12/1/25 Goodwin Respondents failed to comply with procedural requirements for re-detainment Granted Petitioner was detained at his regular check-in with ICE pursuant to his OOS after serving time for a criminal conviction that ended in 2008. Goodwin, agreeing with the Magistrate Judge, found this violated 241.13(i)Petitioner is to be released immediately, subject to his OOSHamidi v. Bondi | Cases | Oklahoma | Westlaw Edge
Diaz v. Holt 11/26/25 Jones Petitioner subject to 1226, not 1225. Granted Jones grants habeas relief on statutory claim because, while Petitioner is an applicant for admission, he is not seeking admission. Jones rejects the government's alternative reading that--because Petitioner is marrying a US citizen, he is "seeking admission." For constitutional avoidance reasons, Jones does not reach the due process question since Petitioner prevailed in the statutory claim.Provide Petitioner with a "prompt" bond hearing or otherwise release him if one is not provided.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/Ic6bda3d0cb4e11f0ada486679ed713fd/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0
Pham v. Bondi 11/20/25 Palk Petitioner was re-detained while under an order of supervision despite there being no change of circumstances making removal more foreseeable and despite the fact that he had not violated any conditions of his release.Granted Folks who come from countries with which we have no diplomatic ties are often released on OOS. Judge Palk begins by highlighting the regulatory structure around orders of supervision, explaining that, in order to re-detain someone, there must be a change of circumstances making removal reasonably foreseeable notice and an opportunity to challenge re-detention. Here, DHS did not provide written notice, and they also failed to establish that the petitioner's removal was reasonably foreseeable.Immediate release subject to a new order of supervision and a declaration attesting to compliance with the order.https://www.westlaw.com/Document/Ice313140c6c611f0be60c6e935df7537/View/FullText.html?transitionType=Default&contextData=(sc.Default)&VR=3.0&RS=cblt1.0


