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1 HONORABLE RONALD B. LEIGHTON
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5

6 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

7 WESTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON

AT TACOMA
8
SANAA HAMMOU, CASE NO. C17-5260RBL
9
Plaintiff, C17-0572RBL
10
V.
11 ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT TO
USCIS, SEATTLE
12
Defendant.

13
14 THIS MATTER is before the Court on itevn Motion after reiew of Plaintiff

15 || Hammou'’s Motion to proceed forma pauperis [Dkt. #1].

16 This case was filed in Tacoma on A, 2017. A week late Hammou filed a

17 || substantially similar case (No. C17-0572RAJ)ha Western District’'s Northern Division
18 || (Seattle). A Minute Ordémas issued in the Seattle case [Dkt. #7 in C17-0572], reassigning it to
19 [| the judge assigned to this fifiied case, consistent with LCKe)(3) (concerningntra-district
20
21

22

23 ! The Order also instructed that futurerfigs should use the case number for the second-
filed case, but the common practice is to usentimber of the first-filed case, in this case 17-
24 | 5260.
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transfer to facilitate consolidation undeZR 42) and LCR 3(g)(2)(A) and (B) (concerning
related cases).

Plaintiff Hammou lives in Tacoma. She su&tSCIS” (presumably, the United States
Citizenship and Immigration Seréy, seeking a writ of mandamusdmng that entity to proces
the naturalization application shéefi there. [Dkt. #1-1 at 2 in thsase; Dkt. # 1-1 at 2 in No.
C17-0572]. In each case, Hammou correctlygatethat USCIS was located in Seattle.

LCR 3 governs the intra-distriassignment of cases filedtime Western District. Like
the broader venue statue, 28 U.S.C. § 1391 (b)stituats that the propéscation for a case turr
on where thelefendant resides or does business, or whbeeaction arose. Neither the statute
nor the local rule suggestsatithe proper venue dependstbe plaintiff's residence:

(e) Intradistrict Assignment and Reassignment

(2) In all civil cases in which all defendants reside, or in which all
defendants have their principal places of business, or in which the
claim arose in the counties of Clallam, Clark, Cowlitz, Grays Harbor,
Jefferson, Kitsap, Lewis, Mason, PlaziPierce, Skamania, Thurston,
and Wahkiakum, the case will usually be assigned to a judge in
Tacoma. In cases where all defenddrdve their principal places of
business, or in which the claimoae in the counties of Island, King,

San Juan, Skagit, Snohomish, or Whatcom, the case will be assigned
to a judge in Seattle[.]
LCR 3(e)(1¥

The Defendant in these cases is locatad,does business, in Seattle. Hammou’s only

claim is that the application she filed thers hat been processed, asiw asks the court to

force the agency to act, in Seattle. Both cabesild have been filed in Seattle, and are prop¢

assigned to a Seattle District Court Judgthenfirst instance. Thatidge will address the

2 The numbering, but not the substancehif Rule was changed effective April 24,
2017.
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pending motions for leave to procdadorma pauperis, and whether to consolidate these rela

cases.

The clerk shall transfer these related cas&ettdtle for a judge assignment, consister

with the Local Rules and the common practice.
IT 1S SO ORDERED.

Dated this 2% day of April, 2017.
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Ronald B. Leighton
United States District Judge
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