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SUMMARY

The court transferred a state prisoner’s application for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2254
to the United States District Court for the Central District of California. The transfer was based on the
greater availability of witnesses and evidence in Riverside County, where the challenged conviction
was issued.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE A state prisoner proceeding pro se filed an application for a writ of
habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2254. The court transferred the
matter sua sponte to the United States District Court for the Central
District of California.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the Eastern District of California should transfer the § 2254 habeas proceeding to the federal
district court serving Riverside County because the relevant witnesses and evidence were more readily
available there.

HOLDINGS

1. When both the district in which the habeas petition is filed and the federal district encompassing the
place of conviction have jurisdiction, the court may transfer the proceeding in the furtherance of justice
to the district where the relevant witnesses and evidence are more readily available.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, in the furtherance of justice, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this matter is transferred to the
United States District Court for the Central District of California.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Marchello Hill is a state prisoner who filed a federal habeas application challenging a conviction issued by the
Superior Court of Riverside County. The court determined that the relevant witnesses and evidence were more
readily available in Riverside County than in the Eastern District of California.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner challenged a conviction issued by the Superior Court of Riverside County. The Eastern District of
California determined that it and the federal district court in the district of conviction had jurisdiction, but that
witnesses and evidence were more readily available in Riverside County, and transferred the matter to the
Central District of California.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The matter was transferred to the United States District Court for the Central District of California; no remand
instructions were issued.
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