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These proceedings have been on hold for almost eight months. See J.G.G. v. 
Trump, 2025 WL 3198891, at *1 (D.C. Cir. Nov. 14, 2025). The en banc majority 
of this Court recently concluded that the district court’s contempt inquiry can go 
forward. See id. at *4 (Pillard, Wilkins, and Garcia, JJ.) (district court may 
“proceed . . . within his sound discretion” to obtain factual information); id. at *5 
n.1 (Pan, J.) (“Six of the eleven active judges on this court opine that the district 
court did not err.”). The district court has now begun that inquiry. As it explained, 
the government has filed only the most “cursory” declarations, which leave critical 
questions unanswered about the basis for the government’s decisions and whether 
the government intentionally misled the district court. D. Ct. Dkt. 208, at 2. The 
government’s principal objection is the attorney-client privilege, but as the district 
court explained, “the Government will be free to object to particular questions,” 
the court will “limit the scope of the testimony to the current case,” and in any 
event, there are many reasons why the privilege may not apply at all. Id. at 3. 

For these reasons, the Emergency Motion for a Stay should be denied.  
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