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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Mississippi addresses Donta Jermaine
West’s pro se habeas petition, construed under 28 U.S.C. § 2241, challenging his pretrial detention and
related state-court proceedings. The court concludes that West’s guilty plea and resulting conviction
rendered his pretrial detention claims moot, and that any claims challenging his conviction or sentence
were unexhausted under 28 U.S.C. § 2254. The petition is dismissed without prejudice, and related
motions are resolved as described in the opinion.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE West filed a federal habeas petition challenging his pretrial detention
and related state-court proceedings. The State moved to dismiss, and
the court dismissed the petition without prejudice as moot and,
alternatively, for failure to exhaust state remedies.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court examined subject-matter jurisdiction under Article III, the
mootness of the habeas claims, the cognizability of pretrial habeas
claims, and the exhaustion requirement for any claims construed under
28 U.S.C. § 2254.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; memorandum opinion from a federal district court, with no
published reporter citation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether West's § 2241 challenge to his pretrial detention remained a live controversy after he pleaded
guilty, was sentenced, and obtained dismissal of the remaining charge.

2. Whether any claims construed as challenges to West's conviction or sentence under 28 U.S.C. § 2254
could proceed without exhaustion of available state remedies.

3. Whether West's post-dismissal motions to amend should be allowed.

4. Whether West was entitled to default judgment or summary judgment.

HOLDINGS

1. West's challenge to his pretrial detention became moot when the underlying charges were resolved
through his guilty plea, sentencing, and dismissal of the remaining charge; the court therefore lacked
subject-matter jurisdiction over the pretrial detention claims.

2. To the extent West's filings challenged his conviction or sentence under § 2254, the claims were subject
to dismissal without prejudice for failure to exhaust available state remedies.

3. West's guilty plea waived independent claims concerning alleged constitutional or procedural violations
that occurred before entry of the plea, other than jurisdictional defects.

4. Money damages are not cognizable through a habeas corpus proceeding.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In order to maintain jurisdiction, the court must have before it an actual case or controversy at all stages of
the judicial proceedings.” (at 9)

“A case becomes moot only when it is impossible for a court to grant any effectual relief whatever to the
prevailing party.” (at 9)

“When a criminal defendant has solemnly admitted in open court that he is in fact guilty of the offense with
which he is charged, he may not thereafter raise independent claims relating to the deprivation of
constitutional rights that occurred prior to the entry of the guilty plea.” (at 12)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

West challenged his pretrial detention and alleged due-process violations involving arraignment, a preliminary
hearing, the opportunity to be heard and cross-examine witnesses, and the state speedy-trial rule. While the
federal petition was pending, he pleaded guilty to possession of methamphetamine with intent to distribute,
received a twenty-year sentence, and obtained dismissal of the separate possession charge. He was therefore
incarcerated under a criminal judgment rather than under the pretrial detention challenged in his petition.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

West initially filed a pleading under 28 U.S.C. § 2254 while detained before trial. The court construed the filings
as arising under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 because West was a pretrial detainee. While the federal case was pending,
West pleaded guilty in state court, received a twenty-year sentence, and obtained dismissal of the other charge.
The court granted one motion to amend, denied later motions to amend, denied default judgment, and dismissed
the habeas petition.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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