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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California granted the respondent’s motion
to stay briefing in a habeas case because of the lapse of appropriations affecting the Department of
Justice and Bureau of Prisons. The court ordered the respondent to request lifting the stay and propose
a briefing schedule within seven days after appropriations are restored.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Respondent moved to stay the briefing schedule in a federal habeas
proceeding because of a lapse in Department of Justice appropriations.
The court granted the motion.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A district court has broad discretion to stay a case. An especially long
or indefinite stay requires a greater justification, and the court must
balance the length of the stay against the strength of the justification.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court should stay the habeas briefing schedule because a lapse in Department of Justice
appropriations prevented Respondent from obtaining information necessary to respond to the operative
petition.

HOLDINGS

1. The court held that, for good cause shown, a stay of the briefing schedule was appropriate in light of the
lapse in Department of Justice appropriations and its effect on Respondent’s ability to prepare a
response.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“As a rule, “stays should not be indefinite in nature.”” (at 1)

“If a stay is especially long or indefinite, a greater showing is required to justify it and the court must
“balance the length of any stay against the strength of the justification given for it.”” (at 1-2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A lapse in appropriations to the Department of Justice at the end of September 30, 2025, affected the Bureau of
Prisons. Respondent asserted that the lack of appropriations prevented it from obtaining information necessary to
respond effectively to Treon’s second amended habeas petition.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The court had previously vacated the briefing schedule and designated Petitioner’s second amended petition as
the operative pleading. Respondent then moved to stay briefing until Congress restored appropriations, and the
court granted the motion, directing Respondent to seek lifting of the stay and propose a briefing schedule within
seven days after restoration of appropriations.
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