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 AO 472 (Rev. 1/25) Order of Detention Pending Trial 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
for the 

District of 

United States of America ) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

v. 

Case No. 

Defendant 

ORDER OF DETENTION PENDING TRIAL 

Part I - Eligibility for Detention 

Upon the 

A. Motion of the Government for a detention hearing pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3142(f)(1) because

the defendant is charged with:

(1) a crime of violence, a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1591, or an offense listed in l8 U.S.C.

§ 2332b(g)(5)(B) for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years or more is

prescribed; or

(2) an offense for which the maximum sentence is life imprisonment or death; or

(3) an offense for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years or more is prescribed

in the Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. §§ 801–904), the Controlled Substances Import and

Export Act (21 U.S.C. §§ 951–971), or Chapter 705 of Title 46, U.S.C. (46 U.S.C. §§ 70501–

70508); or

(4) any felony if such person has been convicted of two or more offenses described in

Subparagraphs (1) through (3) of this paragraph or two or more of such offenses if a

circumstance giving rise to federal jurisdiction had existed, or a combination thereof; or

(5) any felony that is not otherwise a crime of violence but involves (a) a minor victim;

(b) the possession of a firearm or destructive device (as defined in 18 U.S.C. § 921);

(c) any other dangerous weapon; or (d) a failure to register under 18 U.S.C. § 2250;

OR 

B. Motion of the Government or the Court’s own motion for a detention hearing pursuant to

18 U.S.C. § 3142(f)(2) because the case involves:

(1) a serious risk that the defendant will flee if released; or

(2) a serious risk that the defendant will obstruct or attempt to obstruct justice or

threaten, injure, or intimidate, or attempt to threaten, injure, or intimidate a prospective

witness or juror if released.

The Court found that the Government established one or more of the factors above, held a detention hearing, 

and found that detention is warranted. This order sets forth the Court’s findings of fact and conclusions of 

law, as required by 18 U.S.C. § 3142(i), in addition to any other findings made at the hearing. 

Eastern Texas

Noel Villeda Arteaga
1:26cr120

✔

✔
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Part II - Findings of Fact and Law as to Presumptions under § 3142(e)  

   A.  Rebuttable Presumption Arises Under 18 U.S.C. § 3142(e)(2) (previous violator): There is a rebuttable 

 
presumption that no condition or combination of conditions will reasonably assure the safety of any other 

person and the community because the following conditions have been met: 

   (1) the defendant is charged with one of the following crimes described in 18 U.S.C. § 3142(f)(1): 

   (a) a crime of violence, a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1591, or an offense listed in 18 U.S.C.  

 
§ 2332b(g)(5)(B) for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years or more is prescribed; 

or 

   (b) an offense for which the maximum sentence is life imprisonment or death; or 

   (c) an offense for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years or more is prescribed in the 

 
Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. §§ 801–904), the Controlled Substances Import and Export 

Act (21 U.S.C. §§ 951–971), or Chapter 705 of Title 46, U.S.C. (46 U.S.C. §§ 70501–70508); or 

 

  (d) any felony if such person has been convicted of two or more offenses described in 

subparagraphs (a) through (c) of this paragraph, or two or more State or local offenses that would 

 
have been offenses described in subparagraphs (a) through (c) of this paragraph if a circumstance 

giving rise to federal jurisdiction had existed, or a combination of such offenses; or 

   (e) any felony that is not otherwise a crime of violence that involves: 

 

(i) a minor victim; (ii) the possession or use of a firearm or destructive device (as defined in 18 

U.S.C. § 921); (iii) any other dangerous weapon; or (iv) a failure to register under 18 U.S.C. § 

2250; and 

    (2) the defendant has been convicted of a federal offense that is described in 18 U.S.C. § 3142(f)(1), 

 
or of a State or local offense that would have been such an offense if a circumstance giving rise to federal 

jurisdiction had existed; and 

  (3) the offense described in paragraph (2) above for which the defendant has been convicted was 

 committed while the defendant was on release pending trial for a federal, State, or local offense; and 

  (4) a period of not more than five years has elapsed since the date of conviction, or the release of the  

   defendant from imprisonment, for the offense described in paragraph (2) above, whichever is later. 

   B.  Rebuttable Presumption Arises Under 18 U.S.C. § 3142(e)(3) (narcotics, firearm, other offenses): There is a 

 

rebuttable presumption that no condition or combination of conditions will reasonably assure the appearance of 

the defendant as required and the safety of the community because there is probable cause to believe that the 

defendant committed one or more of the following offenses: 

   (1) an offense for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years or more is prescribed in the 

 
Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. §§ 801–904), the Controlled Substances Import and Export Act (21 

U.S.C. §§ 951–971), or Chapter 705 of Title 46 (46 U.S.C. §§ 70501–70508);  

   (2) an offense under 18 U.S.C. §§ 924(c), 956(a), or 2332b; 

   (3) an offense listed in 18 U.S.C. § 2332b(g)(5)(B) for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years  

 or more is prescribed; 

   (4) an offense under Chapter 77 of Title 18 (18 U.S.C. §§ 1581–1597) for which a maximum term of  

 imprisonment of 20 years or more is prescribed; or 

   (5) an offense involving a minor victim under 18 U.S.C. §§ 1201, 1591, 2241, 2242, 2244(a)(1), 2245, 

 
2251, 2251A, 2252(a)(1), 2252(a)(2), 2252(a)(3), 2252A(a)(1), 2252A(a)(2), 2252A(a)(3), 2252A(a)(4), 

2260, 2421, 2422, 2423, or 2425. 

   C.  Application of Any Presumption Established Above 

 

   The defendant has not rebutted the presumption. 

   OR 

   The defendant has rebutted the presumption. 
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Part III - Analysis and Statement of the Reasons for Detention 

 

 After considering any applicable presumption, the nature and circumstances of the defendant’s alleged conduct, the 

defendant’s history and characteristics, the other factors set forth in 18 U.S.C. § 3142(g), the information presented at the 

detention hearing, and the available conditions of release under 18 U.S.C. § 3142(c), the Court concludes that the 

defendant must be detained pending trial because the Government has proven: 

   

  By clear and convincing evidence that no condition or combination of conditions of release will reasonably assure 

 
the safety of any other person and the community. 

 

  By a preponderance of evidence that no condition or combination of conditions of release will reasonably assure 

 
the defendant’s appearance as required. 

 

The reasons for detention include the following checked items (After this list, add any additional items or explanations as 

needed to comply with the requirement for a written statement of reasons under 18 U.S.C. § 3142(i).): 

 

  The offense charged is a crime of violence, a violation of § 1591, a federal crime of terrorism, or involves 

  a minor victim or a controlled substance, firearm, explosive, or destructive device. 

  Weight of evidence against the defendant is strong. 

  Subject to lengthy period of incarceration if convicted. 

  Lack of significant family or other ties to the community. 

  Significant family or other ties outside the United States. 

  Lack of legal status in the United States. 

  Subject to removal or deportation after serving any period of incarceration. 

  Lack of stable residence. 

  Lack of stable employment. 

  Lack of financially responsible sureties. 

  Prior attempt(s) to evade law enforcement. 

  Use of alias(es) or false documents. 

  History of alcohol or substance abuse. 

  Prior criminal history. 

  History of violence or use of weapons. 

  Prior violations of probation, parole, or supervised release. 

  Prior failure to appear in court as ordered. 

  On probation, parole, and/or release pending trial, sentence appeal, or completion of the sentence at the time 

  of the alleged offense. 

  Participation in criminal activity while on probation, parole, or supervision. 

  The defendant’s release poses serious danger to any person or the community. 

 

 

 

 

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔

✔
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OTHER REASONS OR FURTHER EXPLANATION: 

Part IV - Directions Regarding Detention 

The defendant is remanded to the custody of the Attorney General or to the Attorney General’s designated representative 

for confinement in a corrections facility separate, to the extent practicable, from persons awaiting or serving sentences or 

being held in custody pending appeal.  The defendant must be afforded a reasonable opportunity for private consultation 

with defense counsel.  On order of a court of the United States or on request of an attorney for the Government, the 

person in charge of the corrections facility must deliver the defendant to a United States Marshal for the purpose of an 

appearance in connection with a court proceeding. 

Date: 

U.S. Magistrate Judge 

     FBI Task Force Officer Matthew Neal testified concerning the circumstances leading to Arteaga’s arrest. According 
to TFO Neal, Arteaga’s brother was shot by a Beaumont Police Department officer in August 2024, and Arteaga 
mistakenly came to believe that Officer Carson Burrell was responsible for the shooting. Beginning in February 2025, 
Arteaga sent Officer Burrell a series of threatening messages through Facebook Messenger. Officer Burrell did not 
discover the messages until August 2026, after he listed his residence for sale and posted the address on Facebook. TFO 
Neal’s affidavit reflects that Arteaga’s messages included explicit threats directed not only at Officer Burrell, but also at 
his family. TFO Neal’s affidavit states that in August 5, 2026, Arteaga wrote to Officer Burrell: “You f**king bastard. 
I’m going to find out where you live and kill your while [sic] f**king family, you goddamn dog.” 
     Arteaga’s history and characteristics weigh in favor of detention. According to the bond report, Arteaga is a lawful 
permanent resident of the United States, employed as a truck driver earning approximately $3,500 per month, and has 
traveled to Mexico at least ten times since 2003. The bond report also reflects that Arteaga was arrested in July 2011 for 
Terroristic Threat of Family/Household based on allegations that he chased a female victim with a kitchen knife and 
threatened to kill her. The bond report states that the arresting officer believed that further family violence would have 
occurred had Arteaga not been arrested. The prosecutor ultimately rejected that charge, and the undersigned therefore 
does not treat those allegations as a conviction or as proof that Arteaga committed the alleged conduct. The defense 
called Arteaga’s proposed third-party custodian who testified to her willingness to serve.  
     The parties dispute whether the rebuttable presumption under 18 U.S.C. § 3142(e) applies in this case. The 
undersigned need not resolve that dispute because the evidence warrants detention even without affording the 
Government the benefit of any presumption. Based solely on the factors set forth in § 3142(g), the undersigned finds that 
the Government has established that Arteaga presents both a danger to the community and a risk of nonappearance. 
Arteaga allegedly sent repeated threats over an extended period, culminating in an explicit threat to locate Officer 
Burrell’s residence and kill his family. The repeated and graphic manner in which Arteaga threatened violence 
demonstrates that he presents a threat to Officer Burrell, his family, and the community. This concern is heightened by 
what appears to be Arteaga’s fixation on Officer Burrell.   
     The evidence also demonstrates a substantial risk that Arteaga will not appear as required. Arteaga is a legal 
permanent resident of the U.S., but a citizen of Mexico and has traveled there at least ten times since 2003. More 
significantly, TFO Neal testified that Arteaga expressly told his landlord that he intended to abscond to Mexico. Those 
statements provide a concrete basis for concern that Arteaga may flee rather than merely establishing that he has the 
ability to travel internationally. The undersigned has considered whether conditions such as location monitoring, travel 
restrictions, surrender of travel documents, or supervision by a third-party custodian could adequately address these 
concerns. In light of Arteaga’s alleged threats, his demonstrated fixation on Officer Burrell, the graphic nature of the 
threatened violence, and his stated intention to abscond to Mexico, the undersigned finds that they cannot. 
     Accordingly, without relying on any rebuttable presumption, the undersigned finds (by clear and convincing 
evidence) that no condition or combination of conditions will reasonably assure the safety of Officer Burrell, his family, 
or the community, and further finds (by a preponderance of evidence) that no condition or combination of conditions will 
reasonably assure Arteaga’s appearance as required. 

   Hello This is a Test

2/15/05
9/10/26
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