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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Minnesota granted the government's motion to
transfer a pending habeas corpus petition to the Western District of Texas. The court held that habeas
jurisdiction generally lies in the district of confinement and found that the petitioner was located in
Texas when the petition was filed; it denied the petitioner's motion for an order to show cause.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The government moved to dismiss the pending petition for a writ of
habeas corpus or, alternatively, to transfer the case to the Western
District of Texas. The petitioner opposed transfer and moved for an
order to show cause.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the habeas petition should be dismissed or transferred because the petitioner was confined in
the Western District of Texas when the petition was filed.



2. Whether circumstances surrounding the petitioner's transfer to Texas justified an exception to the
district-of-confinement rule.

HOLDINGS

1. Because the petitioner was confined in El Paso, Texas, and counsel knew his location when the petition
was filed, the district-of-confinement rule applied and the case was properly transferred to the Western
District of Texas.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“There is no indication that the Government refused to tell [petitioner's] lawyer where he had been taken. The
original petition demonstrates that the lawyer knew where [petitioner] was being held at that time... In these
circumstances, the basic rules apply” (at 1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The petitioner was confined in El Paso, Texas, when the habeas petition was filed. The petition indicated that
counsel knew the petitioner had been transferred to Texas at the time of filing, although the petitioner argued that
exceptions to the district-of-confinement rule applied.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Pomboza Pinto filed a federal habeas petition in the District of Minnesota while confined in El Paso, Texas. The
court determined that the petitioner's known place of confinement was in Texas when the petition was filed,
granted the government's motion to transfer, denied the petitioner's motion for an order to show cause, and
directed transfer to the Western District of Texas.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The Clerk was directed to transfer the case to the United States District Court for the Western District of Texas
for prompt resolution.
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