UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
CALIFORNIA

Oscar C.M. v. Todd Lyons, et al.

Oscar C.M. - No. 1:25-cv-01915-TLN-SCR - Decided December 22, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California granted Oscar C.M.’s petition
for a writ of habeas corpus challenging immigration detention without a bond hearing. The court held
that 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), rather than § 1225(b)(2), governed the petitioner’s detention and required a
bond hearing. It also concluded that continued detention without an individualized hearing violated

due process and ordered immediate release subject to a $5,000 bond and alternatives to detention.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2), rather than 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), authorized Petitioner’s mandatory

immigration detention without a bond hearing.

2. Whether continued immigration detention without an individualized custody hearing violated

Petitioner’s procedural due process rights.

HOLDINGS

1. Section 1225(b)(2) applies to noncitizens seeking admission, and Petitioner, who was living in the
interior of the United States, was not an applicant seeking admission. Petitioner’s detention was
therefore governed by § 1226(a), which entitled him to the statutorily permitted process, including at

least a bond hearing.

2. Petitioner’s continued civil immigration detention without a hearing before a neutral decisionmaker
violated the Due Process Clause because he had a protected liberty interest, the risk of erroneous
deprivation was considerable, and the government’s interest in detention without a hearing was

negligible.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“For the reasons set forth below, Petitioner’s petition is GRANTED.” (at 1)

“For these reasons, the Court finds Petitioner is not an applicant “seeking admission” subject to mandatory
detention under § 1225(b)(2). Petitioner is subject to § 1226(a) and therefore he is entitled to the statutorily

permitted process including a bond hearing at minimum.” (at 4)

“Respondents must IMMEDIATELY RELEASE Petitioner Oscar C.M. from custody under the conditions set
forth in the immigration judge’s December 2, 2025, Order.” (at 7)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner, a native and citizen of El Salvador, entered the United States on February 19, 2022, as an
unaccompanied minor. His application for Special Immigrant Juvenile Status was approved in March 2024, and
he was granted Deferred Action. After a misdemeanor arrest, he was taken into immigration custody in
approximately November 2025. An immigration judge denied jurisdiction to consider bond under Matter of
Yajure Hurtado, but alternatively found that Petitioner was neither a danger to the community nor a flight risk

and would set bond at $5,000 with alternatives to detention.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner filed a habeas petition on December 17, 2025, after being detained by immigration authorities and
denied a bond hearing by an immigration judge. The court issued an order to show cause, Respondents filed a
response, and Petitioner filed a reply. The court granted the petition and ordered immediate release subject to a

$5,000 bond and alternatives to detention.



DISPOSITION

writ_granted

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Respondents must immediately release Petitioner from custody under the conditions set forth in the immigration

judge’s December 2, 2025 order: a $5,000 bond with alternatives to detention. The clerk was directed to enter

judgment for Petitioner and close the case.
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