—t

o L o 0 N n B W N

S T o N S R 5 T 5 T T 25 T S T I L s L o T < T e R o N o S o T
o S = T L Y N O = - B B e W O T S v O S

Case 5:25-cv-03024-FMO-SP  Document 10  Filed 11/24/25 Page 1 of 3 Page ID
#.64

BILAL A. ESSAYLI
First Assistant United States Attorney
DAVID M. HARRIS
Assistant United States Attorney
Chief, Civil Division
DANIEL A. BECK
Assistant United States Attorne
Chief, Complex and Defensive {itigation Section
WHITNEY C. WAKEFIELD
Special Assistant United States Attorney
Federal Building, Suite 7516
300 North Los Angeles Street
Los Angeles, California 90012
Telephone: (213) 894-2574
E-mail: Whitney.Wakefield@usdoj.gov

Attorneys for Federal Respondent
Department of Homeland Security

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

GURDIP SINGH, Case No. 5:25-¢v-03024-FMO-SP
Petitioner, ANSWER TO PETITION FOR WRIT
OF HABEAS CORPUS; SUGGESTION
V. OF MOOTNESS

JAMES CHIANG et al.,

Resnondents.
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On November 20, 2025, Petitioner Gurdip Singh filed a Petition for a Writ of
Habeas Corpus (the “Petition™), claiming that his detention without a bond hearing is
unlawful and unconstitutional. Dkt. No. 6-1. Because Respondents have requested that the
Executive Office for Immigration Review (“EOIR”) schedule a bond hearing for the
Petitioner, the Respondents submit that the Petition is now moot and should be dismissed
for lack of subject matter jurisdiction. Respondents anticipate shortly filing a supplemental
notice updating the Court on the Petitioner’s bond hearing status.

Providing the Petitioner with the bond hearing, or otherwise releasing him from
detention, moots the habeas petition. See, e.g., Javier Gonzales et al. v. Kristi Noem et
al., 5:25-cv-02054-ODW-BFM, Dkt. 16 (August 25, 2025 minute order by Hon. Judge
Wright, denying as moot the petitioners’ pending request for a preliminary injunction
given their receipt pursuant to a TRO of 1226(a) bond hearings and issuing the
petitioners an order to show cause re: dismissal); Dkt, 17 (notice of voluntary dismissal);
and Dkt 18 (order dismissing petition). See also Moises Salomon Zaragoza Mosqueda v.
Kristi Noem et al., 5:25-cv-002304-CAS-BFM, Dkt, 15 (September 17, 2025 minute
order by Hon. Judge Snyder, denying preliminary injunction and issuing OSC re
dismissal for mootness given the petitioners’ receipt of immigration bond hearings); and
Dkt 16 (notice of voluntary dismissal).

This case 1s no exception. Petitioner’s habeas petition is now moot.

Accordingly, Respondent respectfully requests that the Court deny the habeas

petition and dismiss the action as moot.
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Respectfully submitted,

BILAL A. ESSAYLI

First Assistant United States Attorney

DAVID M. HARRIS

Assistant United States Attorney

Chief, Civil Division

DANIEL A. BECK

Assistant United States Atto_me{_ B _
Chief, Complex and Defensive Litigation Section

/s/ Whitney Wakefield
WHITNEY WAKEFIELD
Special Assistant United States Attorney

Attorneys for Federal Respondent




