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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Arkansas held that an Arkansas circuit court had jurisdiction to consider

Thernell Hundley’s habeas corpus petition even though he was incarcerated in New Jersey under the

Interstate Corrections Compact. The court determined that Ray Hobbs, Director of the Arkansas

Department of Correction, remained the relevant custodian for habeas purposes because Arkansas

retained jurisdiction and control over Hundley’s incarceration. The dismissal was reversed and the

case was remanded.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Jefferson County Circuit Court had jurisdiction to issue a writ of habeas corpus and make it
returnable in Jefferson County when the Arkansas prisoner was physically incarcerated in New Jersey

under the Interstate Corrections Compact.

2. Whether, for purposes of Arkansas's habeas statutes, the Arkansas Department of Correction director
was the person in whose custody the prisoner was detained despite the prisoner's physical confinement

in another state.

HOLDINGS

1. The Jefferson County Circuit Court had jurisdiction to issue a writ of habeas corpus and make it
returnable in Jefferson County even though Hundley was physically confined in New Jersey under the

Interstate Corrections Compact.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, we hold that, even though Hundley is confined in New Jersey under the ICC, for the purposes
of our habeas statutes, Hobbs, as the Director of the ADC, is the person in whose custody Hundley is

detained, as he determines where Hundley is physically incarcerated.” (7)

“Thus, we hold that Jefferson County has jurisdiction over Hundley’s petition for writ of habeas corpus and
reverse and remand for proceedings consistent with this opinion.” (7)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Hundley was convicted in Arkansas of capital-felony murder and was serving a sentence of life imprisonment
without parole. He was incarcerated in New Jersey under the Interstate Corrections Compact, under which
Arkansas remained the sending state and retained authority to request his return. The contract implementing the
Compact was executed by Ray Hobbs, the Arkansas Department of Correction director, and provided that
Arkansas law governed matters relating to Hundley's confinement and that New Jersey would return inmates

upon Arkansas's demand.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Hundley filed a state habeas petition in Jefferson County while incarcerated in New Jersey under the Interstate
Corrections Compact. The circuit court dismissed the petition, concluding that Hundley's physical presence in
New Jersey deprived it of jurisdiction to issue and make the writ returnable in Jefferson County. The Arkansas

Supreme Court reversed and remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remanded to the Jefferson County Circuit Court for proceedings consistent with the opinion.
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