UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
IOWA

Trsikurishvili v. Noem, et al.

Trsikurishvili - No. No. C26-15-LTS-MAR - Decided March 3, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Iowa granted Ilia Trsikurishvili’s petition
for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. The court held that mandatory detention under 8
U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2) did not apply and ordered respondents to immediately release him on the
conditions of his prior release, while requiring a pre-detention hearing if the Government seeks
continued detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether Trsikurishvili was subject to mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2).

2. Whether he was entitled to immediate release rather than a new bond redetermination hearing after the
court found that § 1225(b)(2) did not authorize his detention.

3. What process the Government must provide if it seeks to detain him under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a).

HOLDINGS

1. Trsikurishvili did not fall within the criteria for mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2), so that

provision did not authorize his detention.

2. Because Trsikurishvili had previously been released on his own recognizance, the Government identified
no change in circumstances or other justification for revoking that release, and his detention under §

1225(b)(2) was unlawful, he was entitled to immediate release on the conditions of his prior release.

3. If the Government continues to pursue detention under § 1226(a), it must provide a pre-detention
hearing at which it bears the burden of proving by clear and convincing evidence that Trsikurishvili is

dangerous, is a flight risk, or failed to comply with the terms of his release.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“I agree with the reasoning of these courts that absent a change in circumstances (none of which are
advanced by the Government here), Trsikurishvili should be released on the same terms before he was

illegally detained in violation of his due process rights under § 1225(b)(2).”

“If the Government continues to pursue Trsikurishvili’s detention under § 1226(a), it must provide him a pre-
detention hearing in which it bears the burden of proving by clear and convincing evidence that Trsikurishvili

is a danger to the community or flight risk or has failed to comply with the terms of his release.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Trsikurishvili, a citizen and native of Georgia, entered the United States in or about March 2022 and was
released on his own recognizance. After an Iowa traffic-related stop in November 2025, immigration officials
determined that he lacked lawful status and detained him. An Immigration Judge denied bond for lack of
jurisdiction, while the Government relied solely on mandatory detention under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2) and did not
identify dangerousness, flight risk, changed circumstances, or another basis for revoking his prior release.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Trsikurishvili filed a § 2241 habeas petition challenging his detention. The court ordered the respondents to
respond, the Government filed a response, and Trsikurishvili filed a reply. The court resolved the matter without

oral argument and granted the petition, ordering immediate release on the conditions of his prior release.
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Respondents must immediately release Trsikurishvili on the conditions of his previous release. If the
Government seeks to detain him under § 1226(a), it must first provide a pre-detention hearing and prove by clear
and convincing evidence that he is a danger to the community, a flight risk, or failed to comply with his release

conditions.
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