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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California construed an immigration
detainee’s pro se petition under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 as a motion for a temporary restraining order. The
court ordered a response, prohibited transfer of the petitioner outside the district pending further order,
provisionally authorized in forma pauperis status, and directed the appointment of counsel.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the pro se § 2241 pleading should be construed as a motion for a temporary restraining order
based on its substance and requested relief.

2. Whether interim relief was necessary to preserve the district court's jurisdiction by prohibiting transfer
of petitioner outside the district pending further order.

3. Whether petitioner should be provisionally permitted to proceed in forma pauperis and receive appointed
counsel.

HOLDINGS

1. The court construed petitioner's § 2241 pleading as a motion for a temporary restraining order based on
the substance of the brief and the relief requested.

2. Pending further order, respondents may not transfer petitioner to another detention center outside the
Eastern District of California.

3. Petitioner was provisionally authorized to proceed without prepayment of the filing fee, subject to filing
an application to proceed in forma pauperis by February 10, 2026.

4. The court directed the appointing authority for the Eastern District of California to identify counsel for
petitioner within seven days and authorized service as CJA counsel under Local Rule 180(b)(1), if
necessary.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Based on the substance of Petitioner’s brief and the relief requested therein, the Court construes Petitioner’s
pleading as a motion for a temporary restraining order.” (1)

“Pending the Court’s ruling on this petition, Respondents shall not take any action to transfer Petitioner out
of this District.” (1)

“In light of the complexity of the legal issues involved, the Court has determined that the interests of justice
require the appointment of counsel for Petitioner.” (2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Jonnathan Romero Marentes was an immigration detainee representing himself and filed a pleading labeled as a
petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. Based on the substance of his brief and the relief
requested, the court treated the pleading as a request for a temporary restraining order. The court also found that
the circumstances of his detention and the complexity of the legal issues warranted provisional in forma pauperis
authorization and appointment of counsel.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner filed a § 2241 habeas petition concerning his detention. Before ruling on the petition or the request for
interim relief, the court ordered respondents to respond, prohibited transfer of petitioner outside the district
pending further order, provisionally authorized in forma pauperis status, and directed appointment of counsel.
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