UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW MEXICO

Resulcan Demetgul v. Warden Castro, Otero County Processing
Center, Mary De Anda-Ybarra, Todd Lyons, Kristi Noem, and

Pamela Bondi

Demetgul - No. No. 26-cv-0342-KG-DLM - Decided February 10, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of New Mexico orders the federal respondents to
answer Resulcan Demetgul’s habeas petition concerning his alleged re-detention after release on bond
without a new bond hearing. The court grants Demetgul’s motion to proceed in forma pauperis,

permits an optional reply, and directs the Clerk’s Office to add the identified federal respondents.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court should require the government to answer the petition for a writ of habeas corpus

challenging immigration detention.
2. Whether Demetgul should be permitted to proceed in forma pauperis.

3. Whether the proper federal officials should be added as respondents in this immigration habeas action.

HOLDINGS

1. The United States Attorney's Office must answer the petition within ten business days of entry of the

order, and the petitioner may file an optional reply within seven business days after the answer.

2. Demetgul's motion to proceed in forma pauperis is granted because the motion reflects that he is unable
to prepay the filing fee.

3. The clerk must update CM/ECEF to reflect the additional respondents identified in the order.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“If the USAO fails to timely respond to the Petition, the Court may release Petitioner or require a bond

hearing without further notice.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Demetgul alleges that immigration officials previously released him on an $8,000 bond. He further alleges that
officials re-detained him without explanation and without providing a new bond hearing. The order addresses

only the preliminary processing of his habeas petition and does not resolve the merits of his detention claims.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Demetgul filed a petition for a writ of habeas corpus and a motion to proceed in forma pauperis. The court
electronically served the respondents, added the identified federal officials as respondents, ordered the United
States Attorney's Office to answer within ten business days, allowed an optional reply, and granted the in forma

pauperis motion.
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