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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Arizona adopts a magistrate judge’s Report and
Recommendation and dismisses Paul Godoy’s 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition without prejudice.
The court concludes that the petition is unripe because the petitioner is not yet eligible to receive
earned time credits, and therefore the court lacks jurisdiction over the matter.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court reviewed a magistrate judge's Report and
Recommendation recommending dismissal without prejudice of
Petitioner's 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition. No party filed timely
objections, and the district court adopted the R&R in whole after also
reviewing the petition's issues on the merits.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The district court was permitted to accept the unobjected-to Report
and Recommendation without further review, but it independently
reviewed the petition's issues on the merits.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the petition was ripe when Petitioner was not yet eligible for application of the earned time
credits at issue.

2. Whether the absence of ripeness deprived the district court of subject matter jurisdiction.

3. Whether the unobjected-to Report and Recommendation should be adopted and the § 2241 petition
dismissed without prejudice.

HOLDINGS

1. The petition was not ripe because Petitioner was not yet eligible for application of the earned time
credits at issue.

2. Because the petition was not ripe, there was no case or controversy and the district court lacked
jurisdiction over the matter.

3. The district court could accept the Report and Recommendation and its analysis without further review
because no party filed a timely objection.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“And without ripeness, there is not yet a case or controversy before the Court, which then lacks jurisdiction
over the matter.” (at 2)

“Should Petitioner’s claim ripen and the Bureau of Prisons not act to apply any earned time credits such that
he would immediately be eligible for release upon application of such credits, he may file a new Petition in a
new matter.” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner sought habeas relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 based on the Bureau of Prisons' alleged failure to apply
earned time credits. The court found that Petitioner was not yet eligible to have those credits applied. Because
the claim was not ripe, the court concluded that no case or controversy existed and that it lacked jurisdiction.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner filed a petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 concerning the application of
earned time credits. Magistrate Judge Eileen S. Willett recommended dismissal without prejudice because the
claim was not ripe. After no party objected within the prescribed period, the district court adopted the R&R and
dismissed the petition without prejudice, directing the Clerk to enter judgment and close the case.

DISPOSITION
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