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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

TORNIKE DAUSHVILI,
Petitioner,
v,

KRISTI NOEM, IN HER OFFICIAL
CAPACITY, SECRETARY, US.
DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY,

TODD M. LYONS, IN HIS OFFICIAL
CAPACITY ACTING DIRECTOR, U.S.
IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS
ENFORCEMENT;

FRED FIGUEROA, IN HIS OFFICIAL

CAPACITY WARDEN, DIAMONDBACK
CORRECTIONAL FACILITY,

Respondents.

FILED
FEB 11 202

JOAN KANE  CLERK

LS. DIST COYRFNLSIERN DIST. OKLA
BY ___ <PS ¢y DEPUTY

PETITIONER’S RESPONSE IN OPPOSITION
TO MOTION TO STAY DEADLINE TO
RESPOND.

Case No. CIV-26-100-D

Petitioner, by and through his Next Friend Avtandil Daushvili, respectfully submits this

Opposition to Respondents’ Motion to Stay and states as follows:

1. Respondents seek to stay their deadline to respond to the Petition based on an asserted

“next friend” issue. For the reasons set forth below, the requested stay should be denied.

2. As of the date of this filing, Next Friend has not been able to obtain and review the full

text of Respondents’ Motion. Petitioner nevertheless opposes any stay of Respondents’ response

deadline and respectfully requests leave to supplement this response if the Court deems further
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briefing appropriate after the Motion is made available. Given the time-sensitive nature of this
detention habeas case, Petitioner files this Opposition promptly.

3. Next Friend standing was proper at the time of filing for the reasons set forth in the Next
Friend Verification and Declaration filed with the Petition, including Petitioner’s detention-
related inability to timely review, sign, and return the Petition without significant delay, and
Next Friend’s close family relationship and dedication to Petitioner’s best interests.

4, Petitioner executed a Supplemental Verification from detention on February 3, 2026,
confirming that he authorizes the filing of the Petition by Next Friend and adopts the Petition’s
factual allegations and requested relief.

5. On February 4, 2026, Petitioner submitted two executed copies of the Supplemental
Verification to detention staff for mailing to this Court. As of the date of this filing, Next Friend
has not received any tracking information and therefore cannot confirm the postmark or delivery
date.

6. Upon receipt, Petitioner respectfully requests that the Supplemental Verification be filed.
7. In tight of the executed verification, the asserted issues regarding Next Friend status do
not establish good cause to stay merits briefing pending any resolution of that issue.

8 Even if questions regarding Next Friend standing were to arise, such issues do not require
resolution before Respondents respond to the Petition on the merits. Where the Petitioner has
executed a verification adopting the Petition and authorizing its filing, any dispute regarding
Next Friend status is non-jurisdictional and does not justify a stay of time-sensitive habeas

proceedings.



Case 5:26-cv-00100-0 Document 11  Filed 02/11/26 Page 3 of 4

9, This is a detention habeas case where timing matters, and a stay would prolong detention
while providing little or no benefit. Respondents face no meaningful prejudice from responding

on the merits by the deadline previously ordered by the Court.

Wherefore, Petitioner respectfully requests that the Court DENY Respondents’ Motion to Stay

and maintain the existing response deadline previously ordered by the Court.

Dated: February 6,2026

Next Friend for Petitioner

v
T
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that on February 6, 2026, I mailed a true and correct copy of the foregoing Opposition

by U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, to:

Robert Don Evans, Jr., Assistant United States Aftorney
U.S. Attorney’s Office, Westem District of Oklahoma
210 W, Park Avenue, Suite 400

Oklahoma City, OK 73102

Avtandil Daushvili,

Next Friend for Petitioner

v
T



