UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF

PENNSYLVANIA

Jashandeep Singh v. Todd M. Lyons, Acting Director, Immigration

and Customs Enforcement, et al.

Singh - No. 3:25cv2388 - Decided February 25, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania sustains Jashandeep Singh’s

objections to a magistrate judge’s recommendation and grants his habeas corpus petition under 28

U.S.C. § 2241. The court holds that Singh’s immigration detention is governed by the discretionary

detention provision of 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), rather than the mandatory detention provision of 8 U.S.C. §

1225(b)(2)(A). Respondents are ordered to provide a bond hearing within seven days or release Singh

without bond or conditions, and Singh may seek attorneys’ fees and costs under the Equal Access to

Justice Act.
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Petitioner sought habeas relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 from
immigration detention. After the chief magistrate judge recommended
denying the petition, petitioner objected, and the district court

conducted de novo review.

De novo review of the portions of the report and recommendation to
which objections were made under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(C).

Unknown; memorandum opinion from a federal district court with no

reported citation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Singh's interior immigration detention was governed by the mandatory-detention provision in 8
U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)(A) or the discretionary-detention provision in § 1226(a).

2. Whether Singh was entitled to a bond hearing while detained under the applicable statutory provision.
3. Whether the district court had habeas jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2241.

4. Whether Singh could seek attorney's fees and costs under the Equal Access to Justice Act.

HOLDINGS

1. Section 1225(b)(2)(A) does not apply to Singh because he was not actively seeking admission at the
border or port of entry; his detention was governed by 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a).

2. Because § 1226(a), rather than § 1225(b)(2)(A), governed Singh's detention, he was entitled to a bond
hearing.

3. The court had jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 because Singh was detained within the court's

territorial jurisdiction and alleged that his detention violated federal law and due process.

4. Singh was permitted to file a motion for attorney's fees and costs under the Equal Access to Justice Act

within 30 days after entry of judgment.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under that reading, “for purposes of immigration detention, the border is now everywhere.”” (at 8)

“Thus, in short, the court reads “an alien seeking admission,” as the operative language of Section 1225(b)
(2)(A). That is, “seeking admission” is the functional condition that triggers mandatory detention, not merely

the definitional status of “applicant for admission” revealed by Section 1225(a)(1).” (at 9-10)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Singh, a citizen of India, entered the United States without admission or parole in November 2023 and was
placed in removal proceedings under INA § 212(a)(6)(A)(i). He was released from border custody, later obtained
employment as a truck driver, and filed a pending asylum application. ICE arrested him in November 2025
during a roadside inspection and detained him at Pike County Correctional Facility, relying on 8 U.S.C. §
1225(b)(2)(A).
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Singh filed a § 2241 habeas petition challenging his detention without a bond hearing. Chief Magistrate Judge
Daryl F. Bloom issued a report and recommendation recommending denial. Singh objected, and the district court
sustained the objections, declined to adopt the R&R, granted the petition, and ordered respondents to provide a

bond hearing within seven days or release Singh without bond or conditions.
DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Respondents must provide Singh with a bond hearing within seven days. If they fail to do so, Singh must be
released immediately on his own recognizance without bond or conditions pending further immigration

proceedings. The government must also provide a sworn declaration.
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