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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of New Mexico orders the respondents to answer
Gnadji Lazare’s 28 U.S.C. § 2241 petition challenging his continued immigration detention. The court
grants Lazare’s motion to proceed in forma pauperis and directs the Clerk’s Office to add the identified
respondents to the case.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner filed a pro se petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28
U.S.C. § 2241 challenging his continued immigration detention. The
court ordered Respondents to answer, granted Petitioner's motion to
proceed in forma pauperis, and directed the Clerk to update the case
docket.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court should require the government to answer a § 2241 petition challenging continued
immigration detention when the petition indicates that the process received by the detainee is unclear.

2. Whether Petitioner should be permitted to proceed in forma pauperis.

HOLDINGS

1. The court ordered the United States Attorney's Office to answer the petition within ten business days
because the petition challenged continued immigration detention and it was unclear what process
Petitioner had received.

2. The court granted Petitioner's motion to proceed in forma pauperis after finding that the motion reflected
his inability to prepay the filing fee.

3. The court added the identified officials and entities as Respondents and directed the Clerk's Office to
update CM/ECF accordingly.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Gnadji Lazare is an immigration detainee at the Otero County Processing Center and is proceeding without
counsel. He challenges his continued immigration detention, and the court found it unclear what process he had
received. The United States Attorney's Office was therefore ordered to respond to the petition.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The matter came before the District of New Mexico on Petitioner's § 2241 habeas petition. Because it was
unclear what process Petitioner had received concerning his continued immigration detention, the court required
an answer within ten business days and allowed an optional reply thereafter.
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