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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of New Mexico reviewed a pro se habeas petition
challenging immigration detention under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 and alleging the absence of a bond hearing.
The court ordered the United States Attorney’s Office to answer and show cause within ten business
days, allowed an optional reply, and enjoined the government from transferring the petitioner out of
the district while the case remained pending. The court also added or substituted the listed respondents
in the case caption.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the petition alleged a colorable claim that Petitioner's detention was governed by 8 U.S.C. §
1226 and required an individualized bond hearing.

2. Whether the court should order the respondents to answer and show cause why habeas relief should not
be granted.

3. Whether the court should enjoin the government from transferring Petitioner out of the District of New
Mexico while the habeas proceedings remained pending.

HOLDINGS

1. The petition alleged facts sufficient to raise a colorable claim for relief because Petitioner alleged that he
was detained under 8 U.S.C. § 1226 without a bond hearing and did not appear to be detained pursuant
to a final order of removal.

2. The United States Attorney's Office was required to answer the petition within ten business days and
show cause why the requested relief should not be granted.

3. The government was enjoined from transferring Petitioner out of the District of New Mexico while the
proceedings remained pending, absent express written authorization from the court.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Having conducted an initial review of the Petition, the Court finds the alleged facts raise a colorable claim
for relief.”

“To preserve jurisdiction, the Court will grant Petitioner’s request for an order preventing his transfer out of
the District of New Mexico.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner entered the United States in December 2023, voluntarily surrendered to Border Patrol, was released on
his own recognizance, and allegedly appeared at all required immigration appointments. Immigration and
Customs Enforcement detained him on November 8, 2025, and he alleged that he had not received a bond
hearing and was not detained pursuant to a final removal order.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner filed a § 2241 petition seeking immediate release or an individualized bond hearing and an order
preventing his transfer out of the District of New Mexico. After initial review, the court found the allegations
raised a colorable claim, ordered the United States Attorney's Office to answer and show cause, allowed an



optional reply, enjoined transfer while the case was pending, and directed the clerk to add or substitute the
proper respondents.
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