UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA

Maria D. v. David Easterwood, et al.

Maria D. - No. 0:26-cv-01269 (ECT/SGE) - Decided February 12, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Minnesota grants Maria D.’s petition for a writ of
habeas corpus challenging her immigration detention. The court holds that she was improperly
classified as subject to mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2), rather than discretionary
detention under § 1226(a), and concludes that the government failed to establish a warrant-based
statutory predicate for her detention. The court orders her release, with specified procedures if she has

been moved outside Minnesota.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court had subject-matter jurisdiction to determine whether Maria was subject to
discretionary detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) or mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2).

2. Whether Maria was properly classified as subject to mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2),

or instead was subject to discretionary detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a).

3. Whether detention under § 1226(a) was lawful absent an arrest warrant and, if not, whether immediate

release was an appropriate habeas remedy.

HOLDINGS

1. The jurisdiction-stripping provisions of 8 U.S.C. § 1252(a)(5), (b)(9), and (g) do not bar review of the

narrow question whether a noncitizen is subject to discretionary detention under § 1226 or mandatory
detention under § 1225(b)(2).

2. Maria was misclassified under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2); because she was already in the United States, her
detention, if authorized, falls under the discretionary detention provisions of 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), not
mandatory detention under § 1225(b)(2).

3. A warrant is a necessary condition for discretionary detention under § 1226(a); absent a warrant, the
government may not arrest and detain a noncitizen under that provision, and immediate release is an

appropriate habeas remedy where no lawful statutory predicate for detention has been established.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Issuance of a warrant is a necessary condition to discretionary detention under section 1226(a).”
“[R]elease is an available and appropriate remedy for detention that lacks a lawful predicate.”

“Habeas is at its core a remedy for unlawful executive detention. The typical remedy for such detention is, of

course, release.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Maria D., an Ecuadorian citizen, entered the United States on or about May 19, 2024, presented herself to an
immigration official, and was released on her own recognizance into ordinary removal proceedings under 8
U.S.C. § 1229. She promptly applied for asylum and had no final order of removal. She was later arrested in St.
Paul, Minnesota, allegedly without any judicial or administrative warrant, and detained while the government
had not established her exact location. The government did not dispute the petition's factual allegations or

produce a warrant.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Maria D. filed a verified § 2241 habeas petition in the District of Minnesota, alleging that the government had
misclassified her as subject to mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2), denied her a bond hearing, and



arrested and detained her without a warrant. Respondents did not dispute the petition's factual allegations and did
not produce a warrant. The court granted the petition, held that Maria was subject to § 1226(a), and ordered her
release, with a requirement that she be returned to Minnesota before release if she had been transferred

elsewhere.
DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Respondents must release Maria as soon as practicable. If she remains detained in Minnesota, release must occur
no later than 48 hours after entry of the order. If she has been moved outside Minnesota, Respondents must

return her to Minnesota and release her no later than 72 hours after entry of the order.
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