UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF

OKLAHOMA

Valentina Timaran Restrepo v. Warden, Diamondback Correctional

Facility, et al.

Timaran Restrepo v. Warden - No. CIV-26-661-G - Decided April 1, 2026

SUMMARY

This order addresses a pro se petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 challenging

the petitioner’s immigration detention at the Diamondback Correctional Facility in Oklahoma. The

court directs respondents to answer or file a pre-answer motion, requires advance notice of any

transfer, and directs the clerk regarding service and summonses.
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Petitioner, proceeding pro se, filed an initial petition for a writ of
habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 challenging her detention by
U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement. The district court issued
an order directing respondents to answer or file a pre-answer motion

and establishing related filing and transfer-notice procedures.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. What procedural response should respondents make to the § 2241 habeas petition?

2. What procedures should govern any transfer or relocation of petitioner while the habeas case is pending?

HOLDINGS

1. The court ordered respondents to file an answer under Rule 5 of the Rules Governing Section 2254
Cases in the United States District Courts, or alternatively to file a pre-answer motion, and established

deadlines for petitioner's reply or response.

2. Because the petition alleged that petitioner was confined within the Western District of Oklahoma,
respondents were required to provide written notice at least seventy-two hours before removing,
transferring, relocating, or otherwise moving petitioner, and to identify her facility promptly if they

disputed that she was within the district.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner is detained by U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement and is alleged to be confined at
Diamondback Correctional Facility in Watonga, Oklahoma. She filed a pro se petition under 28 U.S.C. § 2241
challenging that detention. The petition alleged that she was confined within the territorial jurisdiction of the
Western District of Oklahoma.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Valentina Timaran Restrepo filed a § 2241 petition alleging that she was detained at Diamondback Correctional
Facility in Watonga, Oklahoma. Upon examining the petition, the district court ordered respondents to file an
answer or pre-answer motion, permitted corresponding replies or responses, required advance notice of any

transfer or relocation, and directed the clerk not to issue summonses.
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