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BACKGROUND

1. Petitioner, Alain Bidias-Sadjeu, hereby petition this Court for a writ of habeas corpus to remedy Petitioner’s

unlawful detention by Respondents, and to enjoin Petitioner’s continued unlawful detention by the Respondent.

In support of this petition and complaint for injunctive relief, Petitioner alleges as follows:

CUSTODY

2. Petitioner is in the physical custody of Respondents and U.S. Immigration and Customs Enforcement (*ICE").
Petitioner is detained at the El Paso Processing center in El Paso, Texas. Petitioner is under the direct control of

Respondents and their agents.

JURISDICTION
3. The constitution guarantees that writ of habeas corpus is “available to every individual detained within the
United States.” Hamdi v, Rumsfield, 542 U.S. 507. 525. 124 S. CL. 2633. 159 L. Ed. 2d 578 (2004). (citing U.S.
CONST. Art. 1, §9, cl.2) This includes immigration related detentjon, Zadvydas v. Davis, 533 U.S. 678, 687, 121 S.
CL. 2491, 150 L. Ed 2d 653 (2001). The petitioner seeking habeas reliel must demonstrate they are in custody in
viokiion ol the Constitution or tederal Tow: 28 1S S22 008 Wather v, Jolmston, 12 1LS, 375, 286, 6] S, (1

74,85 L. Ed. 830 (19410,

EXHAUSTION OF REMEDIES ’
4. Petitioner has exhausted his administrative remedies to the extent required by law, and his only remedy is by way
of this judicial action.
5. The Petitioner was denied a bond without proper comsideration and was not given a 1eason lor why the bond was

denied. The Petitioner does not have a v iolent [ast,

PARTIES

6. Petitioner is a native of Cameroon who came (o the United States in 2017.

—_— ——
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On September 17" of 2025 he was detained by ICE. He is now in the El Paso Processing Center.
7. Respondent Todd Blanche is the Attorney General of the United States and is responsible for the administration of
ICE and the implementation and enforcement of the Immigration and Naturalization Act (INA). As such,
Todd Blanche has ultimate custodial authority over Petitioner.
8. Respondent Mark Wayne Mullin is the Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security. He is responsible lor the
administration of ICE and the implementation and enforcement of the INA. As such, Mark Wayne Mullin is the legal
custodian of Petitioner.
9. Respondent Maria Deandra Ybarra is the ICE field Office Director of the EQIR Field Office of ICE and is
Petitioner’s immediate custodian. See Vasqyez v. Reno. 233 F.3d 688, 690 (1% cir. 2000). cert. Denied, 122 S. Cit. 43

(2001).

HISTORY AND AFFIDAVIT

10. 1, Alain Bidias-Sadjeu, Petitioner was born on »—_<in Cameroon.

11. In the year of 2017, | entered the United States legally as Diplomatic Statue “A2 Visa™ 10 attend Navciat Academy
12. T attended Navciat Academy in Mississippi where | graduated.

13. Aflter the academy 1 moved 1o ¢ ‘hicago where I worked 4 vears as a mobile mechanic. Then in 2021 |

moved 1o D.Cand worked as h__-

4. Iwo years later in 2024 1 merry a United States Lawlul Permanent Resident and adopted her autistic son.
15. T had some arrests but never resulted in conviction,
10. I continued 1o live in D.C and working and help my wile. Because of my autistic stepson my wile needed my
support and that is what 1 concentrated on.
17. On September 17" 2025, | was leaving to work at 5:00 in the morning and as | was opening my vehicle's door
Fguickly gotsurtounded by several men atl in lack with the face covered, e men ashed me iy name ana |
answerea “Alain Bidias-Sadjeu™ vight alier they said T had o Fingsl Order of Removal,
18. I was taken into their custody o a Baltimore facility where later on those men identily themselves as DHS agents.

19. After 2 days in Baltimore | got transferred (0 East Montana Camp in EI Paso, Texas for 6 months. Then transferred

to 8915 Montana Avenue at the ICE Pracessing Center in El Paso, Texas.
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20. I have now been detained for 10 months and when | requested a bond hearing | was told that | do not qualify.
My bond was denied without any reason.
21. 1 have now lived in the United States for 9 years. I do not have criminal history on my record.
22. | pray that I may be allowed the opportunity (o continue my immigration proceeding while | am out of detention.

Thank you.

COUNT ONE PROCEDURAL DUE PROCESS VIOLATION LEGAL
FRAMEWORK:

23. Recently, in similar habeas petitions. the Respondents have argued that the recent panel opinion of the 5™ circuit in
the Buenrostro-Mendez v. Bondi case held that the statue does not entitle people in the Petitioner’s position to a
bond hearing when they are detained pending removal.
24. However, the Petition is not arguing on the basis of statutory interpretation. The Petitioner is challenging the
violation of his Constitutional Due Process Violation.
25. In Marceau v. Noem. No. 3:26G-¢v-237-K (2, 2026 WL 368953, at *2 (W.D. Tea. Feb, 9, 2026) the Court
states, “Buenrostro-Mendez has no bearing on this Court’s determination ol whether [a habeas petitioner] is being
detained in violation ot her constitutional right to procedural due process,”
0. The petitioner is not chatlenging his immigration 1emos ol proceeding but he is challenging his procedural due
process hecause he has not been given o hond hearing during v hich the government bore the burden of prool.

27. The Petitioner’s detention violates the Filth Amendment’s Due Process Clause. The Filth Amendment’s Due
Procese Clause lorbids the government to “deprive any persun.., uf... liberwy ... without due process of law.™
27. To determine whether there is a Procedural Due Process violation the supreme Court has applied the “Matthew™
lest, “to determine whether a civil detention violates a detainee’s due process rights, courts apply the three-part test
set lorth in Matthew v, Fleh idoge, 4243118 310 9 S (7 Ru2 47 Feo 218 (19761 Martines v Noaem No T
= 1O07-0KP. 2025 ULS, Dist. LENIS 174 415, 2025 Wi ZH98ATY. a0 " 2 (WD, Tex. Sep. 8. 2025).
28. The three-part test consists ol (3) factors: (1) “the private interest that will be alfected by the official action™

(2) “the risk of an erroneous deprivation of such interest through the procedures used, and the probable value, if any

of additional or substitute procedural safe juards™; (3) “the Government’s interest, including the function involved
P 8 8

and the fiscal and administrative burden that the additional o substitute procedural requirements would entail.” —
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THE FIRST FACTOR:

29. The Petitioner has been living in the United States since 2017. Therefore he has acquired a liberty interest.
“Freedom from imprisonment — from government custody, detention, or other forms of physical restraint — lies at the
heart of the liberty [ Due Pracess | Clause protects. Zadvydas, 533 U.S, at 690. In the case of Dominguez v. Noem.
2026 U.s. Dist. LEXIS 3031, the Court has stated, “Like many courts across the country dealing with similar
circumstances, the Court finds Petitioner possess a strong liberty interest in his freedom from detention because he has
established a life here - albeit without authorization.”

30. The petitioner come to the U.S. in 2017 and has lived in D.C for 9 years. He atlended Navciat Academy and afier

he graduated worked and got merry and started 1o support his wife with his autistic stepson.

THE SECOND FACTOR:

31. The Petitioner is faced with a substantial risk of erroneous deprivation of his interest in being free from arbitrary

confinement pending resolution ol his removal proceeding. The risk lies in the continued deprivation of liberty

because the government is not affording the Petitioner his procedural due process in the form of a bond hearing.

When the Petitioner requested a bond the immigration judge denied the bond without considering any ol the factors

that point e him rotbeing a danger no a Hlight tish. The Petitioner does not has e o violent history and vas denied
o bond without reason, e is heing deprived of liberty even though he has Fifth Amendment protection.

32. The value ol additional saleguards in a lorm o1 a bond hearing is high given that it would allow an immigration
judge to conduct a hearing to determine whether continued detention is necessary and/or allow the federal court o rule

in favor of immediate release.

THE THIRD FACTOR:

33. The Petitioner does not have a violent history, ‘The Petitioner is merry o a Lawtol Permanent Resident. His life

has been established in D.C for 9 vears. The governments interest is generally protecied by affording a bond heaiing

and/or supervision requirements.
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34. Any fiscal or administrative burdens on the government’s part would not be significant in contrast to the fiscal and
administrative necessities entailed in detaining an individual. In the history of ICE and their procedures they have
always conducted bond hearing and have allowed cases similar to the Petitioner’s to be released on honds and/or

supervision requirements.

CONCLUSION:

35. The Petitioner has been detained unlawfully because he has been denied a proper bond hearing. He has not had an
opportunity to show that he is not a danger to the community nor a flight risk. The immigration court has not give him
a hearing, during which the gorvernment bore the burden of proof 1o show that the Petitioner is a danger to the

community or a flight risk, and to determine whether he is suitable to be released on a bond and/or placed and does

not pose a threat.
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RELIEF SOUGHT:

Petitioner prays that this Court grant the followingfelief:
1) Assume jurisdiction over this matter;
2) Grant petitioner a writ of habeas corpus directing the Respondentsto immediately release petitioner from custody
under reasanable conditions of supervision.
3) Order Respondentsto refrain from transfering the petitioner out of jurisdiction of the ICE El Paso SPC. director
during the pendency of this proceding and while the petitioner remains in Respondents custody; and
4) Award p:'zi1§011e|' auorney’s fee and cost under the Equal Access 1o Justice Act ("EAJA”) as amended 5 U.S.C. § 504
and 28 U.S.C §2412 and on any other basic justified under law; and

5) Order Respondents to grant bond hearing for petitioner to fight his casa outside of ICE custody due to long time of

being detained

6) Grant any other and futher relief that this Court deems just and proper.

| alfirm. under penalty of perjury. that the [oregoing is true and correct. Respectfully submitted

this jﬂ)%-\’?—T"‘ FFfH" 2'0? 6

i

Alain Bidias-Sadjeu, Pro Se

8

El Paso SPC

8915 Montana Ave

El Paso, Texas 79925

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
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], Alain Bidias-Sadjeu, certify that a true copy of the above document (petitioner for wril of Habeas corpus)
was served onAuGUSI -1 2026, upon the following:

Western District Court of Texas
Albert Armendariz, Sr. United States Courthouse
525 Magoffin Avenue
Room 105

El Paso, Texas 79901

by placing a copy of the above in the mail system at the facility where | am detained.

.

Alain Bidas-Sadjeu, Pro se

o —
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