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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California recommends granting the
respondent’s motion to dismiss Hector German-Reyes’s 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition as moot. The
court concluded that petitioner’s release from Bureau of Prisons custody to Immigration and Customs
Enforcement custody left no further relief the court could provide regarding First Step Act credits and
an immigration detainer.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner brought a 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition challenging the
Bureau of Prisons' determination that he was ineligible for First Step
Act credits because of an immigration detainer. Respondent moved to
dismiss the petition as moot after Petitioner was released from Bureau
of Prisons custody into Immigration and Customs Enforcement
custody. The magistrate judge issued Findings and Recommendation
to grant the motion and dismiss the petition.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The motion to dismiss was reviewed under Rule 4 of the Rules
Governing Section 2254 Cases because it challenged the petition
before a formal answer was filed. Mootness was analyzed under
Article III's case-or-controversy requirement.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Respondent could move to dismiss the § 2241 petition under Rule 4 of the Rules Governing
Section 2254 Cases before filing a formal answer.

2. Whether Petitioner's § 2241 challenge to the Bureau of Prisons' application of First Step Act credits
became moot after his release from Bureau of Prisons custody to Immigration and Customs Enforcement
custody.

HOLDINGS

1. Because Respondent's motion challenged the petition before a formal answer was filed and was
procedurally analogous to motions challenging exhaustion or procedural default, the court reviewed it
under Rule 4 of the Rules Governing Section 2254 Cases.

2. The petition was moot because Petitioner was no longer in Bureau of Prisons custody and the court
could provide no further relief concerning the challenged First Step Act credit determination.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A case becomes moot if the “the issues presented are no longer ‘live’ or the parties lack a legally cognizable
interest in the outcome.”” (at 3)

“The Federal Court is “without power to decide questions that cannot affect the rights of the litigants before
them.”” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner was a federal prisoner serving a sentence imposed pursuant to a 2018 judgment of the United States
District Court for the District of Minnesota. He challenged the Bureau of Prisons' determination that he was
ineligible for First Step Act time credits because of an immigration detainer. During the case, he was released
from Bureau of Prisons custody to Immigration and Customs Enforcement custody on July 28, 2025, pursuant to
an immigration detainer, leaving no further relief the court could provide concerning the Bureau's credit
determination.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Petitioner filed the § 2241 petition on June 18, 2025. The court initially recommended dismissal for failure to
exhaust administrative remedies, but stayed that recommendation after Petitioner objected that no immigration
detainer existed. Respondent then submitted evidence that Petitioner had been released from Bureau of Prisons
custody to ICE custody on July 28, 2025, pursuant to an immigration detainer, and moved to dismiss as moot.
The magistrate judge recommended granting the motion, dismissing the petition as moot, and directing entry of
judgment, subject to objections and review by the assigned district judge.
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