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IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

BOBBY E. BURTON, JR. *
* Civil Action No. JKB-15-1420
Petitioner *
*
V. *
*
BRUCE ARMSTRONG *
*
Respondent *
*%k%
MEMORANDUM

Bobby E. Burton, Jr., a selfpeesented petitioner presentbonfined at the Alfred
Hughes Unit in Gatesville, Texas, filed thistipen for writ of habeascorpus pursuant to 28
U.S.C. §8 2254, to challenge a “15 day celstrietion” for sexual misconduct imposed on
November 27, 2014, in Waco, Texas. (ECF 1).e Tiexas Department of Criminal Justice’s
Offender Search, located at http://offender.tdizjestx.us/OffenderSearclndicates that Burton
is serving state sentences for murder, aggeavabbbery, aggravated perjury, and criminal
mischief.

The instant petition has no connection whktaryland. The Marland Judiciary case
search website at http://casasbacourts.state.md.us/casesearzhlirySearch.jis does not list
Burton as having ever been conviti@f a crime in Maryland or serving a sentence in this state.
Burton has never been conviciefda crime in this court.

Habeas corpus petitions must be filed either in the federal district in which the prisoner

was convicted or in the federal districtwhich the prisoner is confinedee 28 U.S.C. § 2241
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(a)(b)(2006). Accordinglythis case will be dismissed Wwdut prejudice to refiling in the
appropriate judiial district’ To the extent Burton intends #ppeal the imposition of a prison
disciplinary sanction, not a stateucbconviction, he may pursues administratie and judicial
remedies as appropriate.

Under Rule 11(a) of the Rules Governingpé&redings under Section 2254 “the district
court must issue or deny a cadite of appealability when it &ars a final order adverse to the
applicant ... If the court issuescartificate, the counnust state the specifissue or issues that
satisfy the showing required 38 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2).” I8ack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473
(2000), the Supreme Court heldath[w]hen the district courtlenies a habeas petition on
procedural grounds without reaes the prisoner’s underlying constitutional claim, a COA
[certificate of appealability] should issue when frésoner shows, at least, that ... jurists of
reason would find it debatable whether the distcmiirt was correct ifts procedural ruling.”
Sack, 529 U.S. at 484. Burton does not satisfy gtemdard, and the court declines to issue a
certificate of appealability.

For these reasons, the court will dismiss getition without prejudice and decline to

issue a COA. A separate order follows.

May27,2015 /sl
Date Jmes K. Bredar
United States District Judge

! Burton has filed more than seventy-nine cases in various federal courts since 2013, a number of nghich we
§ 2254 actions ultimately transferred for improper vertsee https://pcl.uscourts.gov/ view?rid= g7P7DTM
5EcPoc9vrMz0bB9jjHkbPxtEuyUYCQErT&page=2. In light of Burton's status as a freguerse filer in many
districts, the court finds transferring this case to the proper venue pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8wicldd(adt serve

the interests of justice.



