UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
TEXAS, WICHITA FALLS DIVISION

Sunsarri Roberts v. Jessica Culle, et al.

No. 7:25-cv-00130-O-BP (N.D. Tex. Jan. 14, 2026) - No. 7:25-cv-00130-O-BP - Decided January 14, 2026

SUMMARY

A magistrate judge recommends dismissal without prejudice of Sunsarri Roberts’s petition for a writ

of habeas corpus seeking custody and return of her children. The recommendation concludes that the

federal district court lacks subject-matter jurisdiction because the petition seeks federal review of state

child-custody and parental-rights matters.
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Pro se plaintiff filed a petition for a writ of habeas corpus seeking
federal intervention in the custody and possession of her children. The
magistrate judge issued findings, conclusions, and a recommendation
that the petition be dismissed without prejudice for lack of subject-

matter jurisdiction.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether a federal district court has subject-matter jurisdiction under the federal habeas statutes to

review state child-custody or parental-rights decisions and order the return of children.

2. Whether the habeas petition should be dismissed without prejudice for lack of subject-matter

jurisdiction.

HOLDINGS

1. Federal habeas corpus jurisdiction does not extend to a petition seeking direct federal review of state
child-custody or parental-rights decisions and requesting the return or possession of children.

2. A case dismissed for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction should be dismissed without prejudice because

the dismissal is not a determination on the merits.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Court therefore lacks jurisdiction to consider Roberts’ habeas petition because she “requests direct

federal review” of decisions of child custody.”

“Dismissal for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction should be without prejudice because it “is not a

determination of the merits and does not prevent the plaintiff from pursuing a claim in a court that does have

9

proper jurisdiction.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Roberts alleged that Jessica Culle, Susan Worthington, and Christina Cook were unlawfully holding her children
in Oklahoma despite an existing court order concerning her possession rights. She sought a writ requiring the
children to be brought before the federal court and requested an order awarding her conservatorship of her three
children. The magistrate judge treated the petition as an attempt to obtain federal review of child-custody and

parental-rights decisions.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Roberts filed the habeas petition on December 29, 2025. The matter was automatically referred to Magistrate
Judge Hal R. Ray, Jr. on January 2, 2026. The magistrate judge recommended that the district court dismiss the

petition without prejudice; the text does not state whether the district judge adopted the recommendation.
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