
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLORADO

Sanchez-Jimenez v. Lyons
Sanchez-Jimenez · No. 1:26-cv-01499-PAB · Decided April 17, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Colorado granted Lennin Sanchez-Jimenez’s
petition for a writ of habeas corpus, holding that his immigration detention was governed by 8 U.S.C.
§ 1226(a) rather than § 1225. The court ordered respondents to provide a bond hearing within seven
days, with the government bearing the burden of justifying continued detention. The court denied
petitioner’s motion for default judgment.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Sanchez-Jimenez's detention was governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1225 or 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a).

2. Whether detention under § 1226(a) without a bond hearing violated the statute.

3. Whether respondents were subject to default judgment for allegedly failing to respond timely and
without a prior clerk's entry of default.

4. Whether the court needed to reach the petitioner's remaining Administrative Procedure Act and Fifth
Amendment claims after granting relief under § 1226(a).

HOLDINGS

1. The petitioner's detention was governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), rather than the mandatory-detention
provisions of § 1225(b)(2)(A), because he was detained while already present in the United States and
facing removal proceedings, and respondents identified no material facts distinguishing the case from
the court's prior decisions.

2. Because there was no evidence that Sanchez-Jimenez had received a bond hearing, his continued
detention violated § 1226(a), and respondents were required to provide a bond hearing within seven
days.

3. Default judgment was not warranted because respondents timely responded and petitioner had not
obtained the clerk's entry of default required by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 55(a).

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Because there is no evidence that petitioner has been provided a bond hearing, his current detention violates
§ 1226(a).”

“The burden of proof at the bond hearing will be on the government.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Sanchez-Jimenez, a citizen of Nicaragua, entered the United States on June 6, 2022, was paroled the next day,
and remained in the country after his parole expired in August 2022. ICE encountered him during a traffic stop
on January 7, 2026, while he had a pending asylum application, and detained him under a custody determination
referencing § 236 of the Immigration and Nationality Act. He was later served with a Notice to Appear
classifying him as present without admission rather than as an arriving noncitizen. The court found no material
distinction between his circumstances and prior cases involving noncitizens detained after entering and
remaining in the United States without inspection.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Sanchez-Jimenez filed a petition for a writ of habeas corpus on April 8, 2026, asserting claims under the
Administrative Procedure Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), and the Fifth Amendment. Respondents timely responded.
The court determined that the detention was governed by § 1226(a), granted the petition in part on that claim,
declined to reach the remaining claims, denied the motion for default judgment, and ordered a bond hearing
within seven days.



DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Respondents must provide petitioner with a bond hearing under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) within seven days of the
order, with the government bearing the burden of proving that continued detention is justified. Within five days
after the hearing, the parties must file a status report stating whether the hearing occurred and whether bond was
granted or denied.
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