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NEW YORK
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SUMMARY

The court overruled Plaintiff Mario Mirabal’s objections to a magistrate judge’s order transferring
three related foreclosure-related cases from the Southern District of New York to the Southern District
of Florida under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a). The court held that the transfer order was neither clearly
erroneous nor contrary to law, emphasizing that the subject property, relevant events, parties, and
applicable Florida law were principally connected to Florida.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Plaintiff objected under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72(a) to a
magistrate judge's order transferring three related actions to the United
States District Court for the Southern District of Florida under 28
U.S.C. § 1404(a). The district court overruled the objections.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72(a), a district judge may
modify or set aside a magistrate judge's nondispositive order only if
the order is clearly erroneous or contrary to law.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court memorandum and order
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the magistrate judge properly treated the venue-transfer motion under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a) as a
nondispositive matter subject to review under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72(a).

2. Whether the order transferring the three related actions from the Southern District of New York to the
Southern District of Florida was clearly erroneous or contrary to law.

3. Whether the private and public interest factors under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a) favored transfer to the
Southern District of Florida.

HOLDINGS

1. A motion to transfer venue under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a) is a nondispositive motion that may be decided by
a magistrate judge.

2. The magistrate judge's order transferring the actions to the Southern District of Florida was neither
clearly erroneous nor contrary to law.

3. The private and public interest factors favored transfer to the Southern District of Florida.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The objections are overruled.”

“It is neither clearly erroneous nor contrary to law.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The actions concern state-court foreclosure proceedings involving real property located in Florida. Plaintiff is a
Florida resident, and most named defendants appear to be located in Miami; none of the defendants had been
served. A substantial portion of the events underlying the claims occurred in Florida, while the Southern District
of New York had no meaningful connection to the disputes.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Magistrate Judge Wang ordered the three related cases transferred from the Southern District of New York to the
Southern District of Florida for convenience of the parties and witnesses and in the interest of justice. Plaintiff
filed objections to the transfer order. District Judge Liman reviewed the order under the clearly erroneous or
contrary to law standard and upheld the transfer.
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