UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF

CALIFORNIA

Diego Alejandro Lara Urriola v. Christopher J. LaRose, et al.

Lara Urriola v. LaRose - No. 3:25-cv-03556 - Decided December 30, 2025

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of California granted Diego Alejandro Lara

Urriola’s petition for a writ of habeas corpus. The court held that his re-detention was governed by 8
U.S.C. § 1226(a), rejected the jurisdictional challenge, and found that Respondents had not addressed

the merits of his Administrative Procedure Act and due process claims. The court ordered his

immediate release subject to the terms of his previous release.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court had jurisdiction to consider Petitioner's challenges to his immigration re-detention

under the Administrative Procedure Act and the Fifth Amendment.

2. Whether Petitioner's re-detention was governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) rather than 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)
(A).

3. Whether Petitioner was entitled to habeas relief and release where Respondents failed to rebut his claims
that the revocation of his release violated the APA and procedural due process.

HOLDINGS

1. The court had jurisdiction to consider Petitioner's claims challenging his re-detention under the APA and
the Fifth Amendment.

2. Petitioner's re-detention was governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), not 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A).

3. The petition was granted and Respondents were ordered to release Petitioner immediately, subject to the
terms of his previous release, because Respondents failed to rebut the merits of his APA and Fifth

Amendment claims.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Absent any rebuttal from Respondents, the Court grants the Petition, and orders Respondents to release
Petitioner forthwith, and subject to the terms of his previous release.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner, a Venezuelan citizen and national, entered the United States in December 2023, was apprehended, and
was released on his own recognizance subject to immigration proceedings and supervision. He allegedly
complied with the requirements imposed by Respondents and pursued immigration relief, including asylum and
Special Immigrant Juvenile findings. After an immigration-judge hearing on July 1, 2025, Respondents took him
into custody despite the judge's denial of their motion to dismiss his case for expedited removal, and he
remained detained at Otay Mesa Detention Center. The court granted habeas relief after Respondents failed to

address the merits of the claims challenging the re-detention.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner was released after apprehension in December 2023 and was placed in removal proceedings and
monitored through the Intensive Supervision Appearance Program. Respondents detained him in July 2025 after
an immigration-judge hearing, despite the judge's denial of Respondents' motion to dismiss the existing case and
place Petitioner in expedited removal proceedings. Petitioner filed this habeas action on December 12, 2025. The
court rejected Respondents' jurisdictional argument, determined that the re-detention was governed by 8 U.S.C.

§ 1226(a), and granted the petition because Respondents did not address the merits of Petitioner's APA and Fifth

Amendment claims.
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