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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

JAHIR PEREZ VELASQUEZ, 
Civil No..3:26-cv-322 

Petitioner, : (Judge Mariani) 

Vv. 

WARDEN, MOSHANNON VALLEY 
PROCESSING CENTER, 

Respondent. 

ty ORDER 

AND NOW, THIS [ O DAY OF FEBRUARY, 2026, upon preliminary review 

of the petition (Doc. 1) for writ of habeas corpus pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2241,! filed by 

petitioner Jahir Perez Velasquez, an immigration detainee at the Moshannon Valley 

Processing Center, wherein he challenges his continued detention by the United States 

Immigration and Customs Enforcement, and upon consideration of the federal habeas 

statute, which provides that the proper respondent to a habeas petition is the person who 

has custody over the petitioner, 28 U.S.C. § 2242; see also 28 U.S.C. § 2243, and that 

‘[tIhese provisions contemplate a proceeding against some person who has the immediate 

custody of the party detained, with the power to produce the body of such party before the 

court or judge, that he may be liberated if no sufficient reason is shown to the contrary,” 

‘Under Rule 4 of the rules governing habeas corpus petitions under 28 U.S.C. § 2254, a district 

petitioner is not entitled to relief. 28 U.S.C. § 2254, Rule 4. District courts have the discretion to apply this 
rule in habeas corpus cases brought under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. 28 U.S.C. § 2254, Rule 1(b).
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Rumsfeld v. Padilla, 542 U.S. 426, 434-35 (2004) (emphasis in original) (citations omitted), 

and the Court observing that petitioner is presently confined at the Moshannon Valley 

Processing Center, in Philipsburg, Clearfield County, Pennsylvania, and in the immediate 

custody of the warden of that facility, which is located within the territorial boundaries of the 

United States District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania, see 28 U.S.C. § 

118(c), and the Court finding that it would be in the interests of justice and judicial economy 

to transfer this case to that district, see 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a) ("For the convenience of parties 

and witnesses, in the interest of justice, a district court may transfer any civil action to any 

other district or division where it might have been brought.”); 28 U.S.C. § 1631 (when a 

federal court lacks jurisdiction, it may transfer the case to another federal court that does 

have jurisdiction if it is in the interest of justice to do so); see also Jumara v. State Farm Ins. 

Co., 55 F.3d 873, 879 (3d Cir. 1995) (stating factors to consider when deciding whether to 

transfer case); Tsoukalas v. United States, 215 F. App’x 152 (3d Cir, 2007) (observing that 

the petitioner filed a petition for a writ of habeas corpus in the United States District Court 

for the Middle District of Pennsylvania “[wJhile incarcerated at the Moshannon Valley 

Correctional Facility in Clearfield County, Pennsylvania,” reasoning that a § 2241 habeas 

petition must be filed in the district having jurisdiction over the petitioner's custodian, which 

in that case was the Western District of Pennsylvania, and concluding that the Middle 

District lacked jurisdiction to hear the petition), IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:
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1 The Clerk of Court is directed to TRANSFER this action to the United States 

District Court for Western District of Pennsylvania. 

2: The Clerk of Court is further directed to CLOSE this case. 

nA 
Robert D. Mariani“ 
United States District Judge 


