
DAVID O’NEILL, in his official capacity as



Petitioner Aslanbek Baskaev (<Petitioner=), by and through undersigned counsel, 

Court’s Order (ECF No. 9), entered just hours ago on February 23, 2026. The Order explicitly 

commands: <The Government shall Petitioner from custody immediately.= Order ¶ 1. 

The Order further provides: <The Government may not remove, transf

hearing.= Order ¶ 5.

counsel arrived at FDC Philadelphia to effectuate Petitioner’s release pursuant to this Court’s 
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ICE’s own Detainee Locator System continues to list him as housed there. Petitioner’s current 

location is unknown to his counsel. This conduct constitutes a flagrant violation of this Court’s 

As an initial matter, because this Court’s Order directed the Clerk to mark this case as 

enforcing the Court’s Order. Reopening is warranted because the case w

of the Government’s compliance4

3



and Order (ECF No. 9), granting Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus and ordering 

Petitioner’s immediate release from custody.

The Court’s Order specifically provides, in relevant part:

Immediately upon learning of this Court’s Order, undersigned counsel traveled to 

FDC Philadelphia, located at 700 Arch Street, Philadelphia, PA 19106, to effectuate Petitioner’s 

release in compliance with the Court’s directive.

continues to list Petitioner’s current detention facility as FDC Philadelphia
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FDC Philadelphia, in direct violation of Paragraph 5 of this Court’s Order, which expressly 

was filed with this Court. No notification was provided to counsel of record. Petitioner’s current 

COURT’S ORDER

This Court’s Order could not have been more explicit. Paragraph 1 commands the 

Government to < Petitioner from custody immediately.= Paragraph 5 prohibits the 

Government from <remov[ing], transfer[ring], or otherwise facilitat[ing] the removal of Petitioner 

from the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania.= Respondents have violated both provisions. Rather 

4



4 4this Court’s Order.

movant demonstrates by clear and convincing evidence that <(1) a valid court order existed, (2) 

d the order.= 

, this Court’s Order (ECF No. 9) is a valid, enforceable order entered by a court with 

CM/ECF docket and served on all parties. The Government’s counsel is a registered CM/ECF user 

, Respondents disobeyed the Order. Rather than releasing Petitioner <immediately= 

spirited him away without notice. The Government’s own records are internally contradictory4

ICE’s locator system says Petitioner is at FDC Philadelphia, while FDC personnel say he is not.

THE GOVERNMENT’S MAINTENANCE OF FALSE RECORDS COMPOUNDS 

The fact that ICE’s own Detainee Locator System continues to list Petitioner as detained 
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ction to the Court’s 



maintaining false records to obscure Petitioner’s location and frustrate compliance with this 

Court’s Order. Either explanation is unacceptable and warrants the

Moreover, the maintenance of inaccurate records about a detainee’s location effectively 

(<The Framers viewed freedom from unlawful restraint as a fundamental precept of liberty, and 

they understood the writ of habeas corpus as a vital instrument to secure that freedom.=). When 

out a detainee’s location and its own records say another, 

the writ’s protective function is fatally undermined.

Although the Court’s Order directed the Clerk to mark this case as closed, the Court retains 

courts possess inherent authority to enforce their judgments). The Government’s transfer of 

305 (1944). To the contrary, the Court’s jurisdiction is 

Reopening this case for the purpose of enforcing the Court’s Order (ECF No. 9);



for violating Paragraphs 1 and 5 of this Court’s Order;

in compliance with the Court’s Order;

pending full compliance with this Court’s Order;

Field Office Director David O’Neill, to personally appear before this Court to explain their actions; 
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rnment’s own records 

this Court’s authority. Petitioner respectfully urges this Court to act swiftly to vindicate its Order 

and ensure Mr. Baskaev’s saf
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of record via the Court’s CM/ECF electronic filing system.


