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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Washington issues an order governing the
response schedule for Ivan Chekhovskii’s 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition. Respondents must file a
return by December 30, 2025, and the petitioner’s traverse is due January 6, 2026. The order also
requires notice before any transfer or removal, restricts transfer outside the district while the case is
pending, and addresses consent to magistrate judge jurisdiction.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner filed a 28 U.S.C. § 2241 petition for a writ of habeas corpus.
The court issued an order directing respondents to file a return, setting
a briefing schedule, requiring service, and temporarily restricting
transfer of petitioner outside the Western District of Washington while
the habeas proceeding is pending.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed the § 2241 petition and the circumstances of the
case to determine the appropriate deadline for respondents' return; no
appellate standard of review was applied.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Nonprecedential procedural order

TOPICS
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court may exercise discretion to set the deadline for respondents' return to a § 2241 habeas
petition.

2. Whether the court should require respondents to provide advance notice of any transfer or removal of
petitioner and temporarily prohibit transfer to a facility outside the Western District of Washington.

3. Whether the parties may consent to the jurisdiction of a United States Magistrate Judge under 28 U.S.C.
§ 636(c)(2) and Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 73(b).

HOLDINGS

1. A federal court has discretion to determine when a return or other response to a § 2241 habeas petition is
due, based on the allegations and circumstances of the particular case.

2. Respondents must provide petitioner and counsel advance notice before moving or transferring
petitioner from the Northwest Immigration and Customs Enforcement Processing Center or removing
him from the United States, and respondents may not transfer petitioner to custody in a facility outside
the Western District of Washington while the case is pending.

3. A magistrate judge may exercise jurisdiction over the entire case through judgment only if all parties
voluntarily consent; absent unanimous consent, the case remains assigned to the district judge.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A court considering a habeas corpus petition must “forthwith award the writ or issue an order directing the
respondent to show cause why the writ should not be granted.”” (1)

“Because transfer of Petitioner to another district could interfere with his access to counsel and ability to
participate in the habeas corpus proceedings, the Respondents are ORDERED to refrain from transferring
Petitioner to custody in a facility outside the Western District of Washington while this case is pending.” (2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner Ivan Chekhovskii was held at the Northwest Immigration and Customs Enforcement Processing
Center and filed a § 2241 habeas petition through counsel. The court determined that transfer to another district
or removal from the United States could interfere with petitioner's access to counsel and ability to participate in
the habeas proceedings. The court therefore required advance notice of any transfer or removal and barred
transfer to custody outside the Western District of Washington while the case remained pending.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Ivan Chekhovskii, through counsel, filed a federal habeas petition under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. Before requiring a
return, the court reviewed the petition and ordered respondents to respond by December 30, 2025, with
petitioner's traverse due January 6, 2026. The court also ordered notice before any transfer or removal and
prohibited transfer to a facility outside the district during the pendency of the case.
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