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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of California ordered the respondents to
show cause why Erfan Eftekhari’s petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 should
not be granted. The court set a briefing schedule and stayed Eftekhari’s removal from the district
pending further order to preserve jurisdiction.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether respondents should be required to show cause why the § 2241 habeas petition should not be
granted.

2. Whether the court should temporarily prevent petitioner’s removal from the district to preserve
jurisdiction while the habeas petition was pending.

HOLDINGS

1. The court required respondents to show cause why the petition should not be granted, to file relevant
documents, and to address whether an evidentiary hearing was necessary.

2. The court ordered that petitioner not be removed from the Southern District of California unless and
until the court ordered otherwise, pending resolution of the habeas matter.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To preserve the Court’s jurisdiction pending a ruling in this matter, Petitioner shall not be removed from this
District unless and until the Court orders otherwise.” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Erfan Eftekhari was in immigration custody at the Imperial Regional Detention Facility and filed a petition for a
writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. The petition was transferred to the Southern District of California
while removal apparently remained a possibility. The court restricted removal from the district temporarily so
that it could preserve jurisdiction while considering the petition.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Eftekhari filed the § 2241 petition on November 21, 2025, and the matter was transferred to the court on
November 24, 2025. The court ordered respondents to show cause by December 1, 2025, permitted an optional
traverse by December 2, 2025, and deferred a determination regarding submission or oral argument until briefing



was complete. To preserve jurisdiction, the court ordered that petitioner not be removed from the district unless
and until the court ordered otherwise.
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