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SUMMARY

A United States Magistrate Judge recommends dismissing Robert Wileman’s habeas action without
prejudice because he failed to comply with an order requiring amended filings and did not request an
extension or show good cause. The Report and Recommendation explains that dismissal is authorized
under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b) and advises Petitioner of his right to object.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner filed a purported petition for a writ of habeas corpus under
28 U.S.C. § 2254 and an application to proceed in forma pauperis.
After the court ordered him to file comprehensible amended
documents, he filed an unidentified and unintelligible document that
was stricken and did not otherwise comply. The magistrate judge
recommends dismissal without prejudice for failure to comply with the
court's order and rules.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A court may dismiss an action sua sponte under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 41(b) when a litigant fails to prosecute or comply with the
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or a court order.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE nonprecedential

PARTIES Robert Wileman, Petitioner v. State, Respondent

TOPICS

federal habeas corpus post-conviction relief sanctions civil procedure



PRACTICE AREAS

federal habeas corpus post-conviction relief civil procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the action should be dismissed without prejudice because Petitioner failed to comply with the
court's order requiring an amended habeas petition and amended in forma pauperis application.

2. Whether a pro se litigant is exempt from complying with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and court
orders.

HOLDINGS

1. A court may dismiss an action sua sponte under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(b) when a litigant
fails to prosecute or comply with the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure or a court order.

2. Dismissal without prejudice is warranted because Petitioner failed to comply with the order requiring
amended filings, did not show good cause, and did not request an extension of time.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A court has the inherent authority to manage its own affairs and may dismiss an action if a litigant “fails to
prosecute or to comply with [the rules of civil procedure] or a court order,” Fed. R. Civ. P. 41(b).”
(Discussion section)

“And Petitioner’s pro se status does not exempt him from “follow[ing] the same rules of procedure that
govern other litigants.”” (Discussion section)

“For the foregoing reasons, the undersigned recommends that the Court DISMISS this action without
prejudice.” (Recommendation section)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Robert Wileman filed a purported § 2254 habeas petition and an application to proceed in forma pauperis, but
neither document was comprehensible. After the court ordered him to file complete amended documents using
English words and appropriate numbers and to sign only his name, he filed an unidentified and unintelligible
document that did not comply with the order. He did not file the required amended petition or application, seek
an extension, or show good cause for noncompliance.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The court determined that the original petition and in forma pauperis application were incomprehensible and
ordered Petitioner to file complete, properly completed, and signed amended documents by April 21, 2026.
Petitioner filed an unintelligible document that did not comply, which the court struck and sealed because it
contained potentially sensitive information. He neither filed the required amended documents nor showed good
cause or requested additional time. The magistrate judge issued this Report and Recommendation, advising that
the action be dismissed without prejudice and giving Petitioner until May 21, 2026, to object.
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