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SUMMARY

The document is a magistrate judge’s Findings and Recommendations in Robert Martin Daley’s
amended petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. The court recommends denying
relief, concluding that Petitioner’s mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(c), despite lasting
approximately seventeen months without a bond hearing, does not violate due process under the
circumstances described. The court waives prudential exhaustion and analyzes the statutory detention
framework and Petitioner’s prolonged-detention claim.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether prudential exhaustion of administrative remedies should be waived for Daley's § 2241
challenge to his immigration detention.

2. Whether detention exceeding six months without a bond hearing is per se unconstitutional under the
Fifth Amendment.

3. Whether Daley's approximately seventeen-month detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(c), without a
completed bond hearing, violated due process as applied to his circumstances.

4. Whether habeas corpus was an appropriate vehicle to obtain relief based on alleged inadequate medical
treatment during detention.

HOLDINGS

1. The court recommended waiving prudential exhaustion because the asserted administrative remedies
were inadequate or potentially futile, and the constitutional questions did not require development of an
administrative record.

2. Detention under § 1226(c) exceeding six months without a bond hearing is not per se unconstitutional.

3. Daley's continued detention under § 1226(c) without a completed bond hearing did not violate due
process at the time of the recommendation.

4. Allegations that medical treatment during detention was delayed or inadequate could not be pursued
through the habeas petition because they challenged conditions rather than the legality or duration of
confinement.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Detention exceeding six months is not per se unconstitutional” (Analysis § II.C.1)

“the Court “cannot simply count his months of detention and leave it at that.”” (Analysis § II.C.2.ii)

“Petitioner’s amended petition for writ of habeas corpus (Doc. 8) be DENIED” (Conclusion and
Recommendation)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Robert Martin Daley, a Jamaican citizen and lawful permanent resident, had multiple drug-trafficking
convictions and prior removals from the United States. After reentering at the San Ysidro Port of Entry in
October 2022, he was convicted of attempted illegal reentry and remained in custody through his criminal
sentence and subsequent immigration detention. DHS detained him under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(c) after his release
from federal custody, and he pursued asylum-related relief in removal proceedings. Although immigration
authorities granted two requests for bond redetermination, Daley withdrew both requests before the scheduled
hearings and waived appeal of the cancellation orders.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Daley filed an initial § 2241 habeas petition on July 28, 2025, and an amended petition on August 12, 2025. He
challenged his continued detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(c), sought a bond hearing or release, and alleged that
prolonged detention violated the Fifth Amendment. Respondent filed a response, and Daley filed a traverse. The
magistrate judge recommended denial of the amended petition and closure of the case, subject to review by the
assigned district judge after the objection period.
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