
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLORADO

Jose Alonso Espinoza Ruiz v. Baltazar
Civil Action No. 1:25-cv-03642-CNS · No. 1:25-cv-03642-CNS · Decided November 26, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Colorado granted Jose Alonso Espinoza Ruiz’s
petition for a writ of habeas corpus challenging his mandatory immigration detention under 8 U.S.C. §
1225(b)(2)(A). The court held that, because he had lived in the United States for nearly twenty years
and was awaiting removal proceedings, he should instead be detained under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) and
provided a bond hearing. Respondents were ordered to provide a bond hearing within seven days or
release him under reasonable supervision conditions.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner sought habeas relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 from his
mandatory immigration detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A). The
district court granted the petition without holding an evidentiary
hearing and ordered a bond hearing or release under reasonable
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STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed the legality of Petitioner's detention under 28
U.S.C. § 2241 and considered the statutory interpretation issue de
novo. The petitioner bore the burden of proving that his detention was
unlawful.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A)'s mandatory-detention provision applies to a noncitizen who has
lived in the United States for nearly two decades, has no disqualifying criminal convictions, and is
awaiting removal proceedings.

2. Whether Petitioner was entitled to a bond hearing under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a).

HOLDINGS

1. Section 1225(b)(2)(A)'s mandatory-detention provision does not apply to a noncitizen like Petitioner
who has been present in the United States for nearly two decades and is awaiting the outcome of
removal proceedings.

2. Petitioner must be detained under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) and provided a bond hearing at which the
government bears the burden of proving that continued detention is justified by flight risk or danger to
the community.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In sum, U.S. immigration law authorizes the Government to detain certain [noncitizens] seeking admission
into the country under §§ 1225(b)(1) and (b)(2). It also authorizes the Government to detain certain
[noncitizens] already in the country pending the outcome of removal proceedings under §§ 1226(a) and (c).”
(Analysis)

“Respondents are ordered to either (1) provide Petitioner with a bond hearing under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a)
within SEVEN DAYS (on or before December 3, 2025), at which the government shall bear the burden of
justifying Petitioner’s continued detention by clear and convincing evidence of dangerousness or flight risk;
or (2) in the alternative, immediately release Petitioner from custody under reasonable conditions of
supervision.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner is a native of Mexico who had lived in the United States for nearly twenty years, resided in Colorado,
supported his wife and two U.S.-citizen children, and had no criminal history requiring mandatory detention.
ICE detained him on October 30, 2025, charged him as inadmissible, and subjected him to mandatory detention
under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A). He had no final removal order, and an immigration judge declined to
redetermine his custody status.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

ICE detained Petitioner and charged him as inadmissible under 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(6)(A)(i). An immigration
judge concluded that she lacked jurisdiction to redetermine Petitioner's custody status. Petitioner then filed a
verified petition for a writ of habeas corpus seeking release or a bond hearing. The district court granted relief on
the statutory detention claim and declined to reach the remaining claims.

DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Respondents must provide Petitioner with a bond hearing under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) within seven days, on or
before December 3, 2025. At the hearing, the government must justify continued detention by clear and
convincing evidence of dangerousness or flight risk. Alternatively, Respondents must immediately release
Petitioner under reasonable conditions of supervision and file a status report within eight days certifying
compliance.
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