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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Kentucky granted Navneesh Kumar’s
petition for a writ of habeas corpus. The court held that 8 U.S.C. § 1226, rather than § 1225(b)(2),
governed Kumar’s detention and that his continued detention without an individualized bond hearing
violated due process. The court ordered Kumar’s immediate release and required a bond hearing
before a neutral immigration judge before any re-detention.

CASE DETAILS

COURT United States District Court for the Western District of Kentucky,
Owensboro Division

JURISDICTION United States District Court for the Western District of Kentucky,
Owensboro Division

DECIDED March 18, 2026

DOCKET 4:26-cv-131-RGJ

DISPOSITION writ_granted
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process.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Kumar's detention was governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A) or 8 U.S.C. § 1226.

2. Whether Kumar's continued detention without an individualized merits bond hearing violated the Fifth
Amendment Due Process Clause and the Immigration and Nationality Act.

3. Whether the proper habeas remedy was immediate release followed by a bond hearing before a neutral
immigration judge.

HOLDINGS

1. Section 1226, rather than Section 1225(b)(2), governed Kumar's detention because he was not seeking
admission, had been released into the interior after issuance of a Notice to Appear, and was arrested
pursuant to an I-200 warrant whose authority arose under Section 1226.

2. Kumar's continued detention violated the Fifth Amendment Due Process Clause and the INA because he
had been detained under Section 1226 without a merits bond hearing before a neutral immigration judge.

3. The proper remedy was immediate release from the unlawful detention and provision of a bond hearing
on the merits before a neutral immigration judge before any re-detention.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Freedom from imprisonment—from government custody, detention, or other forms of physical restraint—lies
at the heart of the very liberty that [the Due Process Clause] protects.”

“The current detention of Kumar is in violation of the Due Process Clause and the INA.”

“Habeas has traditionally been a means to secure release from unlawful detention.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Navneesh Kumar, a 19-year-old citizen of India, entered the United States without inspection in 2023 and was
placed in removal proceedings after being apprehended near Lukeville, Arizona. He was released into the United
States, primarily resided in Indiana, and had a pending asylum application. ICE detained him on March 3, 2026,
during a required check-in and issued an I-200 arrest warrant. He had not received a merits bond hearing, and
the government did not demonstrate that he posed a flight risk or danger to the community.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Kumar filed a habeas petition challenging his detention after ICE detained him during a required check-in and
transferred him to Hopkins County Jail. The United States responded and relied on briefing filed in related Sixth
Circuit cases; Kumar replied, and the parties agreed that no evidentiary hearing was necessary. The court granted
the petition, ordered Kumar's immediate release, and required a bond hearing before a neutral immigration judge
before any re-detention.
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The United States must release Kumar immediately, provide a bond hearing before a neutral immigration judge
pursuant to Section 1226 before any re-detention, and certify compliance on the docket by March 19, 2026.
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