UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
MICHIGAN, SOUTHERN DIVISION
Angel Jose Becerra-Lugo, proceeding by his next friend Angel De
Jesus Beccera Lugo v. Warden, North Lake Correctional Facility et

al.

Becerra-Lugo v. Warden, North Lake Correctional Facility - No. 1:26-cv-536 - Decided March 12, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Michigan conditionally granted an ICE
detainee's petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. The court held that detention
was governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), rather than mandatory detention under § 1225(b)(2)(A), and that
the existing detention framework violated the petitioner's Fifth Amendment due process rights.
Respondents were ordered to provide a bond hearing within five business days or release the
petitioner, and the court dismissed the Department of Homeland Security and ICE as respondents
while retaining the Detroit ICE Field Office Director.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether Angel De Jesus Beccera Lugo satisfied the requirements to proceed as Petitioner's next friend.

2. Whether prudential exhaustion of administrative remedies should be required or waived before

considering Petitioner's § 2241 detention challenge.

3. Whether 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), rather than the mandatory-detention provision in 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A),
governs the detention of a noncitizen who had resided in the United States and was apprehended after

being present in the country.

4. Whether Petitioner's detention under § 1225(b)(2)(A) violated the Fifth Amendment Due Process
Clause.

5. Whether the Detroit ICE Field Office Director was the proper respondent and whether the Department of

Homeland Security and ICE should be dismissed as respondents.

HOLDINGS

1. A putative next friend may proceed in a habeas action when the detainee is unable to litigate personally
because of inaccessibility, incompetence, or another disability, and the putative next friend has a
significant relationship with and is dedicated to the detainee's best interests. The court held that
Petitioner's detention and limited legal resources made the justice system inaccessible and that his

brother satisfied the relationship and dedication requirements.

2. The court declined to enforce prudential exhaustion of administrative remedies and alternatively held

that waiver of exhaustion was appropriate.

3. Section 1226(a), rather than 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A), governs the detention of a noncitizen who had

resided in the United States and was already present in the country when apprehended and arrested.

4. Petitioner's continued detention under the mandatory-detention framework of § 1225(b)(2)(A) violated

the Fifth Amendment Due Process Clause.

5. The court retained the Detroit ICE Field Office Director as a respondent and dismissed the Department

of Homeland Security and United States Immigration and Customs Enforcement as respondents.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Petitioner, a Venezuelan citizen, entered the United States through the Hidalgo, Texas, Port of Entry on March 3,
2024, was charged as inadmissible for lacking required immigration documents, and was released into the
United States. He later received employment authorization and had no criminal history. ICE arrested him on
September 19, 2025, while he was traveling to work, and he remained detained at the North Lake Processing

Center while removal proceedings were pending. His brother sought to litigate the habeas petition as next friend
because Petitioner was detained with limited access to legal resources.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner, proceeding through his brother as next friend, filed a § 2241 petition challenging the lawfulness of his
ICE detention and requesting release or a bond hearing. The court ordered respondents to show cause,
respondents filed a response, and the court permitted the brother to proceed as next friend. The court
conditionally granted habeas relief, ordered a bond hearing or immediate release, required a compliance status

report, and dismissed the Department of Homeland Security and ICE as respondents.

DISPOSITION

writ_granted

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Respondents must provide Petitioner with a bond hearing under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) within five business days of
the opinion and judgment, with notice to the parties as soon as practicable and no later than 24 hours before the
hearing, or immediately release Petitioner. Respondents must file a status report within six business days

certifying compliance and reporting the hearing's outcome and any bond conditions or reasons for denial.
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