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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Western District of Oklahoma adopted a magistrate judge’s
Report and Recommendation concerning a petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. §
2241. Because the petitioner failed to exhaust administrative remedies and did not object to the
recommendation, the court dismissed the petition without prejudice to refiling.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Petitioner sought habeas relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. The district
court reviewed a magistrate judge's Report and Recommendation after
petitioner failed to object.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed the Report and Recommendation after the absence
of timely objections, applying the rule that failure to object waives
appellate review of the factual and legal issues addressed in the
recommendation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the petition should be dismissed without prejudice because petitioner failed to exhaust
administrative remedies.

2. Whether petitioner's failure to object to the Report and Recommendation waived appellate review of the
factual and legal issues addressed in it.

HOLDINGS

1. Because petitioner filed no timely objection, he waived the right to appellate review of the factual and
legal issues addressed in the Report and Recommendation.

2. The petition was dismissed without prejudice because petitioner failed to exhaust administrative
remedies.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner filed a petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. The magistrate judge determined
that petitioner had failed to exhaust administrative remedies. Petitioner was notified of the deadline and
consequences for objecting to the Report and Recommendation but filed no objection.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On January 7, 2026, Magistrate Judge Amanda L. Maxfield recommended dismissal without prejudice for failure
to exhaust administrative remedies, or alternatively denial of the petition. After petitioner failed to object by the
January 28, 2026 deadline, the district court adopted the recommendation insofar as it required dismissal for
nonexhaustion and dismissed the petition without prejudice.
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