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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Tennessee denied Maurice Blocker’s
motion to proceed with his habeas case because a pending notice of appeal divested the district court
of jurisdiction over the issues raised in the petition. The court granted his request for status, noted that
relevant filings had already been served, and directed the Clerk to mail him a copy of the docket sheet.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE In a pending federal habeas corpus action, Petitioner moved for status
and to proceed with the case by requiring the State to answer the
original petition and file a complete copy of the state-court
proceedings. Petitioner had previously filed a notice of appeal.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Nonprecedential district court order
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PRACTICE AREAS

Federal habeas corpus Federal appellate jurisdiction Civil procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court retained jurisdiction to proceed on the issues raised in the original habeas
petition after Petitioner filed a notice of appeal.



2. Whether Petitioner was entitled to a copy of the docket sheet and an order directing the Clerk to mail
one.

HOLDINGS

1. The filing of the notice of appeal divested the district court of jurisdiction to proceed on the issues raised
in the original habeas petition while the appeal was pending.

2. Petitioner's request for a copy of the docket sheet was granted, and the Clerk was directed to mail him a
copy with the Order.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“As a general rule the filing of a notice of appeal divests the district court of jurisdiction and transfers
jurisdiction to the court of appeals.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner filed a federal habeas action and then filed a notice of appeal. He subsequently sought to advance the
habeas case by obtaining an answer to the original petition and a complete copy of the state proceedings, while
also requesting a copy of the docket sheet. The court noted that the requested petition materials had already been
filed and served and that the docket had not changed since the Clerk previously mailed him a copy.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Maurice Blocker filed a federal habeas petition and later filed a notice of appeal on November 5, 2025. While
the appeal was pending, he moved for status and sought an order requiring the State to answer the original
petition and provide state-court materials. The district court denied the request to proceed because the notice of
appeal divested it of jurisdiction over the petition's issues, granted the request for a docket sheet, and directed the
Clerk to mail Blocker another copy.
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