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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
CASE NO. 26-CV-61123-LEIBOWITZ .

ANGEL GABRIEL ROBLERO-FIGUEROA.,
Pet‘fﬁoner,

V.

FIELD OFFICE DIRECTIOR,

BROWARD TRANSITIONAL CENTER, et al.,

Respondents.

- RESPONSE TO MOTION TO ENFORCE JUDGMENT

Respondent hereby responds to Petitioner’s Motion to Enforce Judgment asking the Court
to “enforce the immigration judge’s bond order” and “order respondent to immediately remove the
Petitioner’s GPS ankle monitor device and remove him from the ISAP program altogether” (DE
11:5). These arguments fail as they do not show noncompliance with the Court’s Order. They
should not be addressed through a motion to “enforce™ an order that has already been satisfied. See
Akinwale v. Ashcerofi, 287 F.3d 1050, 1052 (11th Cir. 2002) (habeas relief is limited to unlawful
detention, not ongoing discretionary determinations). The Immigration Judge’s order was satisfied
upon Petitioner’s release. Furthermore, bond conditions fall outside the jurisdiction of this Court,
as well as the purview of the Immigration Judge.

Separately, Respondents complied with this Court’s Order (DE §5). The Order required
Respondents to provide Petitioner an individualized bond hearing, to notify counsel within 72
hours that a bond hearing was scheduled, and file a notice with the Court compliance with the
Order (DE 8:1-2). But for the filing of the compliance report, which was addressed in DE 10,

Respondents complied with the Court Order. The Petitioner was granted a bond hearing within 14
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days of the Order, on May 5, 2026 (DE 11:2). Petitioner also admits he received notice of the
hearing 72 hours prior on May 2 with a “Notice of Custody Redetermination Hearing™ (DE 11:2).
Petitioner “successfully posted bond™ and was released from custody two days later (DE 11:2).

Petitioner’s disagreement is not with compliance, but with the outcome and subsequent
procedural developments in his immigration proceedings—matters that fall squarely within the
statutory and regulatory framework governing immigration custody determinations, and outside
the scope of this Court’s Order.

Respectfully submitted,

JASON REDING QUINONES
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

By: /s/ Carolina Perez Schmerold
Carolina Perez Schmerold
Assistant United States Attorney
FL Bar No.: 1003503
99 N.E. 4" Street
Miami, FLL 33134
(305) 961-9000
Carolina.perez@usdoj.gov

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that on May 13, 2026, | electronically filed the foregoing document
and its attachments with the Clerk of the Court using CM/ECF.
Respectfully submitted,
/s/ Carolina Perez Schmerold

Carolina Perez Schmerold
Assistant United States Attorney




