UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
OHIO, EASTERN DIVISION

R.S. v. Red Roof Inns, Inc., et al.

R.S. v. Red Roof Inns - No. 2:25-cv-0965 - Decided March 4, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio denied Defendants’ motion to
transfer venue under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a). The court held that the Southern District of Ohio was a
proper forum and that Defendants had not shown that the Eastern District of Virginia was a more

convenient venue, consistent with the court’s prior decisions in similar TVPRA cases.
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Defendants moved to transfer venue to the United States District Court

for the Eastern District of Virginia under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a). The
district court denied the motion.

A motion to transfer under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a) is committed to the
sound discretion of the district court. The moving party bears the
burden of establishing that transfer is warranted to a more convenient
forum, after the court determines that the action could have been

brought in the transferee district.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the action should be transferred from the Southern District of Ohio to the Eastern District of
Virginia under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a).

2. Whether the Southern District of Ohio was a proper venue and had personal jurisdiction over the
defendants.

HOLDINGS

1. Transfer to the Eastern District of Virginia was not warranted because the defendants did not establish

that Virginia was a more convenient forum or otherwise show that the § 1404(a) factors justified transfer.

2. The court had personal jurisdiction over the defendants, and venue in the Southern District of Ohio was
proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(1), (c)(2), and (d).

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Transfer pursuant to § 1404 must be “to a more convenient forum, not to a forum likely to prove equally

convenient or inconvenient.”” (Opinion and Order, Section II)

“In the absence of jurisdictional or venue deficiencies and Defendants’ failure to distinguish this case from
the Court’s previous TVPRA decisions regarding venue, the Court DENIES Defendants’ Motion (ECF No.
18).” (Opinion and Order, Section III)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff, a Florida resident, alleges that she was trafficked for sex in 2015 at a Red Roof Inn property in Virginia
Beach, Virginia. She sued Red Roof Inns, Inc. and Red Roof Franchising, LL.C under the Trafficking Victims
Protection Reauthorization Act, alleging that the defendants knew or should have known about the trafficking,
facilitated it, and benefited from it. The corporate defendants have their principal places of business in the
Southern District of Ohio.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff filed a TVPRA action in the Southern District of Ohio. Defendants moved to transfer the action to the
Eastern District of Virginia, Plaintiff opposed the motion, and Defendants filed a reply. The court denied the
motion after finding that Ohio was a proper forum and that Defendants had not shown that transfer was

warranted.
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