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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA

SCOTT BOATNER PIERCE CIVIL ACTION
VERSUS NO. 16-14052
CITY OF TOOL POLICE SECTION: “E"(1)

DEPARTMENT, ET AL.

ORDER AND REASONS

Plaintiff, Scott BoatnePierce, a pretrial detainee incarcerated in Tefilesl the instant
pro se andin forma pauperis federal civil rightscomplaint against the following defendants: The
City of Tool, Texas; the city’s Police Department; Rickye Fiest, the dapatts chief Detective
T. Cantrel;Henderson County, Texas; and the county’s Sheriff's Departiémtthis lawsuit,
plaintiff asserts claims for false arrest and false imprisonment arising from hig¢ famres
unauthorized use of a moteehicle?

Plaintiff filed this action pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983. Because that statute contains no
specific venue provision, venue is determined pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391, the general venue
statute. SeeJones v. Bales, 58 F.R.D. 453, 458 (N.D. Ga. 19412y, 480 F. 2d 805 (5th Cir.
1973). That statute provides:

A civil action may be brought in —

(1) a judicial district in which any defendant resides, if all
defendants are residents of the State in which the district is located;

(2) ajudicial district in which a substantial part of the events or
omissions giving rise to the claim occurred, or a substantial part of
property that is the subject of the action is situated; or

! The application for paupetatus is deferred to the United States District Court for the Eastern Districka$,Te
Tyler Division, for determinatiorpursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915.

2 The wndersigned notes that plaintiff also filed a sepacate in this Court which was recently transferrechéo t
United States District Court forétNorthern District of Texas. Pierce v. Kaufman County District Attgr@ffice,
Civ. Action No. 1613830 (E.D. La. Sept. 6, 2016).
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(3) if there is no district in which an action may otherwisémught
as provided in this section, any judicial district in which any
defendant is subject to the cosrpersonal jurisdiction with respect
to such action.

28 U.S.C. § 1391(b).

In the instant case, no defendant is alleged to reside in the Eagrct Df Louisiana,
and no part of the events or @sibns giving rise to plaintiff's claims occurred within this district.
However, all of those events@missions occurred in Henderson County, Tewdmch lies within
the geographical boundaries betUnited States iBtrict Court for the Eastern District of Texas,
Tyler Division. 28 U.S.C. § 124(c)(1

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 88 1404(a) and 1406(a), a district in which venue is wrong may

transfer a case to another district or division in which venue is proper, if sucleitranist the

interest of justice.Balawajder v. Scoftl60 F.3d 1066, 1067 (5th Cir. 1999). Because venue is

not proper in the Eastern District of LouisianaWwotld be proper in the Eastdbistrict of Texas
the Court finds thiit is in the interest of justice and fairness to the parties that this civihdeti
transferred to the Eastern District of Texas, Tyler Divisionfurther consideration.

It is thereforeORDERED that the captioned matter B&RANSFERRED to the United
States Dstrict Court for the Eastern District of Texas, Tyler Division

New Orleans, Lowiana, this fourth day of October, 2016.

Qa»i» Vam MQ%\A.&QJL

JAI\NS VAN MEERVELD
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE




