UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
FLORIDA

Samuel Eliseo Diaz-Murica v. Kelei Walker, et al.

Samuel Eliseo Diaz-Murica v. Kelei Walker, No. 1:26-cv-20972-GAYLES (S.D. Fla. Mar. 31, 2026) - No. 1:26-
cv-20972-GAYLES - Decided March 31, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Florida granted in part a habeas petition
challenging the detention of Samuel Eliseo Diaz-Murica. The Court held that he was detained under 8
U.S.C. § 1226(a), rather than § 1225(b)(2), and therefore was entitled to an individualized bond
hearing or release. The Court dismissed without prejudice the remaining due process and statutory-

authority claims and excused exhaustion as futile.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Petitioner was detained under 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2), which provides for mandatory detention

without bond, or 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), which authorizes discretionary detention and release on bond.
2. Whether the court should dismiss the habeas petition for failure to exhaust administrative remedies.

3. Whether the court should reach Petitioner's substantive due process and statutory no-authority-to-detain

claims after granting relief on the bond-hearing claim.

HOLDINGS

1. A noncitizen who has been living in the United States and was apprehended while already present in the
country is detained under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), rather than the mandatory-detention provision of §
1225(b)(2), when the record does not establish that the noncitizen was seeking admission. Petitioner was

therefore entitled to an individualized bond hearing under § 1226(a).

2. Prudential exhaustion was excused because a subsequent bond appeal to the Board of Immigration

Appeals would have been futile in light of Matter of Yajure Hurtado.

3. The court declined to reach the merits of the substantive due process and statutory claims because the
bond-hearing claim provided the requested relief; those claims were dismissed without prejudice as

unripe and could be renewed if Respondents failed to provide the ordered hearing.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Habeas is at its core a remedy for unlawful executive detention.” (1)

“The Court agrees that the plain reading of the statute supports a finding that Petitioner, who has been living
in the United States since 2004, is governed by § 1226(a) and not § 1252(b)(2).” (111.A)

“exhaustion is not required where . . . an administrative appeal would be futile.” (111.B)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner, a Salvadoran national, entered the United States without inspection in 2021 as an unaccompanied
minor and was released to his aunt in Florida. He later filed an asylum application and, after a 2025 traffic stop,
was taken into immigration custody and placed at the Broward Transitional Center. An Immigration Judge
denied bond jurisdiction and later pretermitted his asylum application under the Ecuador Asylum Cooperative
Agreement. Petitioner had no criminal history involving violence, controlled substances, or conduct posing a

danger to the community.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Petitioner filed a habeas petition alleging substantive due process, procedural due process, and statutory
detention claims. Respondents opposed the petition, arguing that Petitioner was detained under the mandatory-
detention provision of 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2), and also argued that administrative remedies had not been
exhausted. The court held that Petitioner was detained under 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a), granted relief in part by

ordering an individualized bond hearing or release, and dismissed the remaining claims without prejudice.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Respondents shall provide Petitioner an individualized bond hearing consistent with 8 U.S.C. § 1226(a) on or
before April 13, 2026, or otherwise release him. Counts I and III were dismissed without prejudice, and

Petitioner may renew those claims if Respondents fail to provide the hearing.
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