UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH
CAROLINA

Calvin Williams v. Warden FCI Edgefield

Williams - No. 2:25-cv-07824-RMG - Decided January 26, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of South Carolina adopted the Magistrate Judge’s
Report and Recommendation and granted Calvin Williams’s motion for voluntary dismissal of his 28
U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition. The court denied the Warden’s motion to dismiss or, alternatively, for
summary judgment as moot after finding that Williams had received the requested relief concerning

his residential reentry placement and application of First Step Act time credits.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner filed a 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition challenging the

Bureau of Prisons' application of First Step Act time credits. After
Respondent moved to dismiss or, alternatively, for summary judgment,
Petitioner moved to dismiss, stating that the matter had been resolved.
The Magistrate Judge recommended voluntary dismissal under Federal
Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2), and the District Court adopted that

recommendation without objection.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Because no specific objections were filed to the Report and
Recommendation, the Court needed only to satisfy itself that there was
no clear error on the face of the record before accepting the
recommendation. The Court also stated that specific objections would

require de novo review under 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Court should construe Petitioner's motion to dismiss as a motion for voluntary dismissal
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2).

2. Whether voluntary dismissal should be granted where Respondent consented and would not suffer

substantial prejudice.

3. Whether Respondent's motion to dismiss or, alternatively, motion for summary judgment should be

denied as moot after the petitioner's requested relief was provided.

4. What standard of review applies to an unobjected-to Report and Recommendation.

HOLDINGS

1. A petitioner's post-response request to dismiss an action is properly construed as a request for voluntary
dismissal under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2), which requires a court order after the

opposing party has responded.

2. Voluntary dismissal should be granted where the opposing party consents and the record shows that

dismissal will not cause substantial prejudice to that party.

3. Respondent's motion to dismiss or, alternatively, motion for summary judgment should be denied as
moot when the petitioner has received the relief sought and the underlying habeas dispute has been

voluntarily dismissed.

4. When no specific objections are filed to a magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation, the district
court need only determine that no clear error appears on the face of the record before accepting the

recommendation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Where the parties fail to file any specific objections, “a district court need not conduct a de novo review, but
instead must only satisfy itself that there is no clear error on the face of the record in order to accept the

recommendation.”” (at 2)

“The Court finds that the Magistrate Judge ably summarized the relevant factual and legal issues and
correctly concluded that Petitioner’s motion to dismiss, properly construed as a motion for voluntary
dismissal under Rule 41(a)(2), should be granted” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



Petitioner, a federal prisoner housed at FCI Edgefield, challenged the Bureau of Prisons' application of First Step
Act time credits and sought an earlier transfer to a residential reentry center or home confinement. After the
petition and Respondent's motion to dismiss or for summary judgment were filed, Petitioner moved to dismiss
because the matter had been resolved. Respondent reported that Petitioner had been transferred to the Salvation

Army Correctional Southeast Residential Reentry Center in Chicago and had therefore received the relief
requested.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner filed a federal habeas petition concerning his projected transfer to a residential reentry center and the
application of First Step Act time credits. Respondent moved to dismiss or for summary judgment, and Petitioner
later moved to dismiss because he had received the requested relief. Respondent consented to dismissal. The
Magistrate Judge recommended granting voluntary dismissal and denying Respondent's motion as moot; the
District Court adopted the R&R and entered the order.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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