UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF
PENNSYLVANIA

Utiashvili v. Rose

Utiashvili - No. 1:26cv243 - Decided March 6, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania granted Zura Utiashvili’s
petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. The court held that 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)
(A) did not authorize his mandatory detention because he had been residing in the interior of the
United States, and that his continued detention without a bond hearing violated due process. The court
ordered his immediate release, permanently barred re-detention under § 1225(b)(2)(A), and imposed

related temporary and procedural requirements.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether an individual who entered the United States without admission and was later arrested in the
interior is an "alien seeking admission" subject to mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A),

rather than discretionary detention under § 1226(a).

2. Whether continued detention without a bond hearing under § 1225(b)(2)(A) violated Utiashvili's

procedural due process rights.

3. Whether habeas relief including immediate release and prospective injunctive relief was appropriate.

HOLDINGS

1. Section 1225(b)(2)(A) does not apply to Utiashvili because, although he was an unadmitted applicant for
admission under § 1225(a)(1), he was not actively and ongoingly seeking admission when arrested after
residing in the interior of the United States for approximately two years. His detention was instead
governed by § 1226(a).

2. Utiashvili's continued detention without an opportunity for a bond hearing violated the Due Process

Clause of the Fifth Amendment.

3. The court had authority to order Utiashvili's release and to enjoin respondents from re-detaining him
under § 1225(b)(2)(A). It also temporarily enjoined rearrest for fourteen days to ensure the habeas

remedy's effectiveness.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“for purposes of immigration detention, the border is now everywhere.”

“Utiashvili’s continued detention without bond under Section 1225(b)(2)(A) violates his due process rights.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Utiashvili entered the United States near San Ysidro, California, in December 2023, was briefly detained, and
was then released on his own recognizance subject to ICE's Alternatives to Detention program. He complied
with his scheduled ICE appearance and there was no evidence that he violated the release conditions, although
there was evidence of noncompliance with ATD requirements. After residing in the interior of the United States
for approximately two years, he was arrested by ICE in January 2026 and detained at the Pike County
Correctional Facility under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A), without a bond hearing.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Utiashvili filed a § 2241 habeas petition while detained at the Pike County Correctional Facility. He challenged
the government's classification of him as an applicant for admission subject to mandatory detention under 8
U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A), asserted violations of due process, and sought immediate release. The district court



granted the petition, ordered his immediate release, imposed permanent and temporary injunctions governing

future detention and rearrest, and closed the case.
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