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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

JOE NEGUSE, in his official capacity as a
Member of the U.S. House of
Representatives, et al.,

Plaintiffs,
Case No. 1:25-cv-2463-]IMC
V.

U.S. IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS
ENFORCEMENT, et al.,

Defendants.

JOINT MOTION TO EXTEND BRIEFING DEADLINES AND TO STAY RESPONSIVE
PLEADING DEADLINE

The parties, by and through their undersigned counsel, respectfully move: (1) to extend
the deadline for Defendants to respond to Plaintiffs’ Motion for Stay under 5 U.S.C. § 705, or in
the alternative, for Preliminary Injunction (ECF No. 17) to August 29, 2025; (2) to set the deadline
for Plaintiffs to file a reply in support of their Motion on September 12, 2025; and (3) to stay the
deadline for Defendants to serve a response pleading pending resolution of Plaintiffs’ Motion. As
good cause for these requests, the parties state the following:

1. Plaintiffs filed this action on July 30, 2025. See ECF No. 1. Plaintiffs subsequently
filed a Motion for Stay under 5 U.S.C. § 705, or in the alternative, for Preliminary Injunction on
August 8, 2025. See ECF No. 17. Plaintiffs served a courtesy copy of the preliminary injunction
via email on August 11, 2025. Plaintiffs executed service of the complaint and motion as to the

United States Attorney for the District of Columbia on August 13, 2025.
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2. An extension of Defendants’ deadline to respond to this motion is necessary to
accommodate counsels’ competing professional obligations and to address thoroughly the
complex issues of law presented in Plaintiffs’ motion.

3. Because Plaintiffs” Motion for a Stay under 5 U.S.C. § 705, or in the alternative,
for Preliminary Injunction implicates many of the legal questions that Defendants anticipate
presenting in a responsive pleading, the Parties additionally request that the Court stay Defendants’
responsive pleading deadline until thirty days after the Court issues its decision on Plaintiffs’
Motion. The Parties submit that staying the responsive pleading deadline until the Court issues its
decision will facilitate more concise and targeted submissions, and avoid duplicative filings,
preserving both party and judicial resources.

A proposed order is attached.
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Dated: August 15, 2025

Respectfully submitted,

BRETT A. SHUMATE
Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General

ELIZABETH J. SHAPIRO
Deputy Director, Federal Programs Branch

/s/ Alexander W. Resar

INDRANEEL SUR

Senior Counsel

ALEXANDER W. RESAR (N.Y. Bar 5636337)
Trial Attorney

United States Department of Justice

Civil Division, Federal Programs Branch

1100 L St. NW

Washington, DC 20530

Tel: (202) 616-8188

E-mail: alexander.w.resar@usdoj.gov

Counsel for Defendants
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/s/ Lisa Newman

Christine L. Coogle (D.C. Bar No. 1738913)
Lisa Newman (TX Bar No. 24107878)

Paul R.Q. Wolfson (D.C. Bar No. 414759)
Brian D. Netter (D.C. Bar No. 979362)
Josephine T. Morse (D.C. Bar No. 1531317)
Skye L. Perryman (D.C. Bar No. 984573)

DEMOCRACY FORWARD FOUNDATION
P.O. Box 34553

Washington, D.C. 20043

(202) 448-9090
ccoogle@democracyforward.org

Daniel Martinez (D.C. Bar No. 90025922)
Ronald A. Fein (D.C. Bar No. 90026641)
Katherine M. Anthony (D.C. Bar No. 1630524)
Jessica Jensen (D.C. Bar No. 1048305)

AMERICAN OVERSIGHT

1030 15th Street NW, B255
Washington, DC 20005

(202) 897-2465
danny.martinez(@americanoversight.org
Counsel for Plaintiffs




