UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF

ILLINOIS

Pamela Renee Puckett v. Acting Warden

No. 25-CV-1609-DWD (S.D. Ill. Jan. 22, 2026) - No. 25-CV-1609-DWD - Decided January 22, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Illinois dismissed Pamela Renee Puckett’s

28 U.S.C. § 2241 petition challenging the Bureau of Prisons’ calculation and application of First Step

Act time credits. The court held that Puckett failed to exhaust available administrative remedies and

that no exception justified excusing exhaustion. In the alternative, the court concluded that projected

or additional credits could affect only the place of confinement, rather than the duration of custody,

and therefore were not cognizable in a habeas petition.
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dismissed

Petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241
challenging the Bureau of Prisons’ calculation and application of First

Step Act time credits.

The court reviewed the § 2241 petition and the exhaustion issue as a
matter of law; the opinion does not identify a separately stated

standard of review.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the court should excuse Puckett’s failure to exhaust the Bureau of Prisons’ administrative-

remedy process before seeking relief under § 2241.

2. Whether projected, unearned First Step Act time credits may be applied to reduce a federal prisoner’s

sentence.

3. Whether a claim seeking acceleration of pre-release custody based on additional or projected First Step

Act credits is cognizable in a § 2241 habeas petition.

HOLDINGS

1. A federal prisoner challenging the Bureau of Prisons’ sentence or credit calculation must complete the
available administrative-remedy process before seeking judicial review under § 2241, absent a
recognized exception. Puckett did not exhaust because she failed to cure the deficient regional appeal

and did not pursue a Central Office appeal, and no exception justified excusing exhaustion.

2. Projected, unearned First Step Act time credits may not be applied in calculating a federal prisoner’s

release or placement date.

3. Once the statutory maximum of 365 First Step Act time-credit days has been applied toward early
transfer to supervised release, additional credits cannot further shorten the prisoner’s sentence and may

affect only the timing of pre-release custody.

4. A claim seeking only to accelerate placement in pre-release custody challenges the location or
conditions of confinement rather than the fact or duration of confinement and is therefore not cognizable

in a § 2241 habeas petition.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A court may excuse exhaustion only in limited circumstances: where delay would cause prejudice, the
agency lacks authority to grant relief, exhaustion would be futile due to bias or predetermination, or

substantial constitutional issues are presented.”

“Accordingly, the Petition is DISMISSED without prejudice.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Puckett is serving a 210-month federal sentence for drug-distribution and money-laundering conspiracy offenses
at the Federal Prison Camp at FCI Greenville. As of August 24, 2025, the Bureau of Prisons had credited her
with 885 First Step Act time credits, applying 365 days toward early release and the remainder toward pre-
release custody. She sought application of projected future credits that she claimed would advance her transition-
to-community or release dates, but she did not complete the Bureau’s administrative-remedy process before
filing her petition.
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