UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Mirian E. Menjivar Sanchez v. Minga Wofford, et al.

Sanchez v. Wofford - No. 1:25-cv-01187-SKO (HC) - Decided December 8, 2025

SUMMARY

The court granted a habeas corpus petition challenging the detention of an immigration detainee under
8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A) rather than § 1226(a). It held that § 1225(b)(2)(A) did not apply to the
petitioner, who had previously entered the United States without inspection and was in standard
removal proceedings, and concluded that she was wrongfully denied release on a $3,000 bond. The
court barred re-arrest or re-detention absent specified constitutional protections and directed the Clerk

to enter judgment and close the case.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A) mandates detention of a noncitizen who entered the United States
without inspection, has been present in the country for years, and is placed in standard removal

proceedings.

2. Whether Petitioner was detained under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) and therefore eligible for a bond

determination by an immigration judge.

3. Whether habeas relief was appropriate where Petitioner was wrongfully denied release on the bond

previously granted by the immigration judge.

HOLDINGS

1. Section 1225(b)(2)(A) does not apply to Petitioner merely because she is a noncitizen present in the
United States who has not been admitted. Petitioner was not subject to mandatory detention under §
1225(b)(2)(A).

2. Petitioner was detained pursuant to 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), not § 1225(b), and was eligible for discretionary
release on bond after the immigration judge determined that she was not a danger and posed only a

minimal flight risk.

3. The petition for a writ of habeas corpus was granted because Petitioner was wrongfully denied release

on bond after being placed under the wrong detention authority.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In sum, the Court finds Petitioner was re-detained pursuant to § 1226(a), was not subject to mandatory
detention under section 1225(b)(2)(A), and was wrongfully denied her release on bond by the IJ.” (Discussion
IL.A)

“Respondent is ORDERED not to re-arrest or re-detain Petitioner absent compliance with constitutional
protections, which include at a minimum, pre-deprivation notice of at least seven (7) days before a pre-
deprivation hearing at which the Government will bear the burden of demonstrating by clear and convincing
evidence that Petitioner is likely to flee or pose a danger to the community, if not arrested, and at which

Petitioner may be represented by her counsel;” (Order)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner, a citizen of El Salvador, entered the United States without admission in January 2005 and was later
ordered removed in absentia. After living primarily in California for approximately twenty years and raising

three children, she was arrested by ICE in June 2025 and detained at the Mesa Verde Detention Center. Petitioner



has diabetes requiring insulin and experienced uncontrolled hyperglycemia during detention. The immigration
judge initially granted release under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) on a $3,000 bond, but later reversed that decision after
determining that 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b) mandated her detention.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner was detained by immigration authorities in June 2025. An immigration judge initially determined that
detention was governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), found Petitioner not dangerous and only a minimal flight risk,
and granted release on a $3,000 bond. After DHS appealed, the 1J reversed course based on Matter of Yajure
Hurtado and determined that Petitioner was subject to mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b). The
district court granted a temporary restraining order, converted it to a preliminary injunction, and then granted the

habeas petition in this final order; Respondent filed no response.

DISPOSITION

writ_granted

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Respondents were ordered not to re-arrest or re-detain Petitioner absent constitutional protections, including at
minimum seven days' pre-deprivation notice, a pre-deprivation hearing at which Petitioner may be represented
by counsel, and a requirement that the Government prove by clear and convincing evidence that Petitioner is

likely to flee or pose a danger to the community. The Clerk was directed to enter judgment and close the case.
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