[
_.%
gt




%)

Lok

Loy

£

P

e

-

i
it

")AW\M
Ly

M
i

ataash
try
[ )

gl regsowbly Seescoodde Bmnwe. Poilfbewr aise cheims ey WE's devision o mownde B

coperyiued redenie vindeies the Fillh Anwsdments Thee Prowess Ulogsr snd G Adnuniomrsiies

Frowsdere A0 {UAFAT: Huclheow gre witfues nunt

B 30T on bmemigratis hadpe ordored Polithoasr be remvennl n (nd. Bowgese HUE sl
e obisin gl dovueeeniy I oxesulr e rmwmwwenl onde, Porinowsr wow mmlessed Ban

= o

smvmigration defention on o onder of supervisens PURUFTL which oleed varins condiion o
Botitreer s relvase, suckh sn oand cvemriling soy onimeen. Singe Bin relowne, Peutioser viclaed
fhore conduiony aumery et & gl HUE Jetsined Prattoner on Dovemnber 3, 305
feyvohed Bix URUF Peioesr s corveni®y dotained & the Nonthwest HUE Provessing Temier, HE
sntivivates Peritiones™s rovneest 1 Rlenien In e repunnably Toonareaide Bt

Peritioner whiionstly resets this Dt b snbodn the povernmest “lhoes srafuing thely

Shmnbocaniry repweesd polioy smil ¥ pousey disletory and constinsions! muser” Pot, Booen

dor Heliefl 1R Depetment of Homelbend Seowrd FEOHETY molioy addresaes pendeotions

wommrmng fund ooy remonesls, sl oo the oxient dhe Polliloner seoks sddiond process,
Poidumershuid e pguinsd o ses el eelief i aplantiflchus awnber in D F B v LY Sy
of Hrenslved Boe 05 I5-HETR-BERL BT WE MR T Riaas REe B
Accomilingly, the Petifion shoanld be donind
A, Font-Lirder Ddentinn
The IMA poverss e Jelonine and seleime of nonciiivens Juring s foflowing iy

sremrvst proesdings,




w___a




E

3 iimterview revanmly” sfler belng dBevtaived fe Yafled e siuen o oppevnindly B oriipend B the
§iresenn By mmvantine gusd nthe oot T ROIF R S5 FST 130H Iy B4

ZiE, Third {suniery Hemuadd

£ B vemmend revwvehings, an mmgvaiion Imlpe Jeferownes hesh whether S individedd
F Py B soowed Do the Ulailed Sestes se wedl gy ihe counby 3o which they wil be mmwend
S CFEER § 13S0 N The IMA sown g the menodss Do Jopmrnuning

% e oemntry oF ronwnvsl

[
[

e
fruh
mw

vy oounirien, X

afternatve oosewiry of renwsvsd, e imnuanes

A
[
s

7 it The s::»siz%f? W §3§L§§ ;E@: gésxs’; s ﬁész:;s;,zsé s the %; ;{; :éagﬁa

éf. 5 il fnrthr Dlmitnd

ol
e

EEEY & oommiry i %iéé;‘%‘ ézs. ;:%%z. £ ﬁ.’é ;E&; ?:ﬁs'e{ ;?sﬁ éz‘fé s:ﬁ%f:m ii?‘ cosmnly froen wh
13 the plies sogered e Dlamited Sinmeg

iv:  Thyooumdry imowhad :
Fhe country s Bl weeonng ,334 ver the siens farinlure when the slhien
vit  The counntry inowhich the afieny Mrfedaor o bosted whes e slien

cabie inmdvinehle gwimnesnbic

32 Hremmowe P alien b owch conntny” desorbed shove, the siange povenils vomnovel o any Toounley

EEEE 33?:’
e
















[

10

11

12

15

16

i7

i8

Case 2:25-cv-02748-TL  Document 17 Filed 01/14/26 Page 9 0f 17

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 trave]l documents to execute the
removal order. Dumo Decl,, § 10; Lambert Decl., Ex. C, OSUP. Alfler his release, Petitioner
violated the conditions of his release on numerous occasions. Dumo Decl., 4 12.

On December 2, 2025, U.S. Customs and Border Protection (“CBP”) conducted a fargeted
operation that resulted in Petitioner's arrest. [d.; Lambert Decl., Ex. D, Form 1-213. CBP brought
Petitioner to the ICE office in Portland, Oregon. Dumo Decl,, 9 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. fd; Lambert Decl, Ex. E, Notice of
Revocation of Release; Ex. F, Alien Informal Interview. He was thereafier transferred to the
NWIPC. 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
inlernal legal review. fd ICE believes that that Petitioner’s removal to Mexico will occur in the
reasonably foreseeable future. /d.

1Il. LEGAL STANDARD

It is axiomatic that *[tlhe district courts of the United States . . . are courts of limited

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

Corp. v. Allopath Servs., Inc., 545 U.S. 546, 552 (2005) (internal guotations omitted). “[Tihe

scope of habeas has been tightly regulated by statute, from the Judiciary Actof 1789 to the present
FEDERAL RESPONDENTS' RETURN UNITED STATES ATTORNEY
[Case No. 2:25-¢v-02748-TL.]1 - 9 TOO STEWART STREET, SUITE 5220

SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98101
£206) 553-7670
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As outlined above, Congress established a clear statutory framework in 8§ C.ER.
§ 241.13(1) that sets forth the requirements and process for affecting an OSUP revocation, When
an alien has viclated any condition of their release, as Petitioner did many times over in
committing numerous criminal offenses, or ICE determines that there is a “significant likelihood”
an alien can be removed from the United States within the “reasonably foresceable future,” ICE
is clearly permitted to revoke the OSUP and take the alien into custody; nothing else is required
for revocation under these circumstances. 8 C.ER, 88§ 241.136)(1) & (2); see also Nizar Esmail
v. Noem, No. 2:25-cv-08325, 2025 WL 3030590, at *2 (C.D. Cal. Sept. 12, 2025).2
Section 241.13(3(3) further outlines OSUP revocation procedures and provides that “upon
revocation,” ie., not before revocation, “the alien will be notified of the reasons for the
revocation” and to conduct an “initial interview promptly after his or return to Service custody to
afford the alien an opportunity to respond to the reasons for revocation stated in the notification.”
8 C.F.R. § 241.13(3). These are precisely the procedures ICE followed when the agency revoked
Petitioner’s OSUP.
Here, ICE properly took custody of Petitioner based on its determination that Petitioner
violated the conditions of his release. Upon revocation, ICE provided Petitioner with written
notice of the specific reasons for its determination, which included a list of Petitioner’s many
violations. Jd. That same day, an ICE Officer conducted an informal interview with Petitioner,
giving him an opportunity to respond to ICE’s determination. Accordingly, Petitioner’s
unevidenced contentions that he was detained without cause, notice, and an opportunity to

respond are simply incorrect. In revoking Petitioner’s OSUP, 1CE adhered to the requirements

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

8 C.A.R. § 241.4{1)(2), this is not what ICE has chosen to do in this case,

FEDERAL RESPONDENTS’ RETURN UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

{Case No, 2:25-cv-(2748-TL] - 13 TO0 STEWART STREET, SUITE 5220

SEATTLE, WASHINGTON 98101
{206) 533-7970
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CERTIFICATE QF SERVICE

1 hereby centify that [ am an employee in the Office of the United States Attomey {or the
Western Dhstrict of Washington and of such age and discretion a3 (0 be competent
SOTVE PARETS.

1 further certify on this date, 1 electronically filed the foregoing with the Clerk of the
Court using the CM/ECE system, which will send notice of such filing to the following
CMECF paticipant{sy

s

I further certify on this date, Tarranged for service of the foregoing on the following
non-CM/ECF participamis), via Certified Mail with return receipt, postage prepaid,
addressed as follows:

1 uis Sanchez-Alfonso, Pro Se Petitioner
AFN K KG09S

NW Detention Center

1623 E. J Street, Suite 5

Taocerna, WA 9B421-1515

DATED this 14th day of January, 2026,

o Jozephi A, Fonseca

INREPH A PONRECA
Supervisary Paralegal Specialist
United States Attorney's Office
Western District of Washingion
700 Stewart Streat, Suile 3220
Seanle, WA 98101

Phong: {206 53379740

Fax: (20863 5534073

Email: ioseph fomseoni@usdot gov
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Flawe No, 2230w 02MR8TLE - 17 700 SewarT STaErr, SuTe 32E8

SEaATTLE WasHINoTIN BRI
{06 553D




