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Ex. A, Notice to Appear. In December 2012, an immigration judge ordered Petitioner be removed 

to Cuba. Dumo Decl., § 9; Lambert Decl., Ex. B, Order of the Immigration Judge. ICE released 

Petitioner on an OSUP in 2013 after being unable to secure travel documents to execute the 

removal order. Dumo Decl., 410; Lambert Deci., Ex. C, OSUP. After his release, Petitioner 

violated the conditions of his release on numerous occasions. Dumo Decl. § 12. 

On December 2, 2025, U.S. Customs and Border Protection (“CBP”) conducted a targeted 

operation that resulted in Petitioner's arrest. Jd; Lambert Decl., Ex. D, Form 1-213. CBP brought 

Petitioner to the ICE office in Portland, Oregon. Dumo Decl., § 12. At the office, ICE notified 

Petitioner of the revocation of his OSUP and conducted an initial informal interview where he 

was allowed to respond to the reasons for the revocation. [d.; Lambert Decl., Ex. E, Notice of 

Revocation of Release; Ex. F, Alien Informal Interview. He was thereafter transferred to the 

INWIPC. Dumo Decl., € 13. 

On December 23, 2025, ICE served Petitioner with a third country removal notice of his 

pending removal to Mexico. Dumo Decl., #9 15, 16; Lambert Decl., Ex. G, Notice. Petitioner 

has not claimed fear of removal to Mexico, nor has he filed a motion to reopen his underlying 

removal order. Dumo Decl., § 17. ICE is currently preparing his removal to Mexico pending an 

internal legal review. /d. ICE believes that that Petitioner’s removal to Mexico will occur in the 

reasonably foreseeable future. Jd. 

Ii LEGAL STANDARD 

It is axiomatic that “[t}he district courts of the United States... are courts of limited 

jurisdiction, They possess only that power authorized by Constitution and statute.” Exxon Mobil 

Corp. v. Allopath Servs., Inc., 545 U.S. 546, 552 (2005) (internal quotations omitted). “[T]he 

scope of habeas has been tightly regulated by statute, from the Judiciary Act of 1789 to the present 
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1 As outlined above, Congress established a clear statutory framework in 8 CER. 

2.118 241.1344) that sets forth the requirements and process for affecting an OSUP revocation. When 

3ilan alien has violated any condition of their release, as Petitioner did many times over in Hf 
i i i 
i 4 ||committing numerous criminal offenses, or ICE determines that there is a “significant likelihood” 

5 lan alien can be removed from the United States within the “reasonably foreseeable future,” ICE 

6 lis clearly permitted to revoke the OSUP and take the alien into custody; nothing else is required 

7 i|for revocation under these circumstances. 8 C.F.R. §§ 241.13G@)(1) & (2); see also Nizar Esmail 

& |. Noem, No. 2:25-cv-08325, 2025 WL 3030590, at *2 (C.D. Cal. Sept. 12, 2025)3 

9 Section 241.13G}3) further outlines OSUP revocation procedures and provides that “upon 

10 |lrevocation,” ie, not before revocation, “the alien will be notified of the reasons for the 

11 {lrevocation” and to conduct an “initial interview promptly after his or return to Service custody to 

12 |lafford the alien an opportunity to respond to the reasons for revocation stated in the notification.” 

13 118 CE.R. § 241.13(3). These are precisely the procedures ICE followed when the agency revoked 

14 ||Petitioner’s OSUP. 

15 Here, ICE properly took custody of Petitioner based on its determination that Petitioner 

16 (violated the conditions of his release. Upon revocation, ICE provided Petitioner with written 

17 ||notice of the specific reasons for its determination, which included a list of Petitioner's many 

18 jIviolations. Jd. That same day, an ICE Officer conducted an informal interview with Petitioner, 

19 ligiving him an opportunity to respond to ICE’s determination. Accordingly, Petitioner's 

20 llunevidenced contentions that he was detained without cause, notice, and an opportunity to 

21 [respond are simply incorrect. In revoking Petitioner's OSUP, ICE adhered to the requirements 

22. 

24 While ICE may also revoke an OSUP as an act of discretion if revocation is in the public interest, pursuant to 

“* lig CER. § 241.4()(2), this is not what ICE has chosen to do in this case. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that | am an employee in the Office of the United States Attorney for the 

Western District of Washington and of such age and discretion as to be competent to 

serve papers. 

I further certify on this date, I electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of the 

Court using the CM/ECEF system, which will send notice of such filing to the following 

CMI/ECP participant(s): 

Hix 

I further certify on this date, I arranged for service of the foregoing on the following 

inon-CM/ECF participant(s), via Certified Mail with return receipt, postage prepaid, 

addressed as follows: 

Luis Sanchez-Alfonso, Pro Se Petitioner 
A#XX-XXO-004 
NW Detention Center 
1623 E. J Street, Suite 5 
Tacoma, WA 98421-1615 

DATED this 4th day of January, 2026. 

xf Josepi A. Fonseca 
JOSEPH A. FONSECA 
Supervisory Paralegal Specialist 
United States Attorney's Office 
Western District of Washington 
700 Stewart Street, Suite 5220 

Seattle, WA 98101 

Phone: (206) 553-7970 

Fax: (206) 553-4073 
Email joseph fonsec: 
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