UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF
LOUISIANA, LAKE CHARLES DIVISION

Charles Thompson v. Judge James D. Cain, Jr. and FCI Oakdale

No. 6:25-cv-00649 (W.D. La. Dec. 1, 2025) - No. 6:25-cv-00649 - Decided December 1, 2025

SUMMARY

This Report and Recommendation addresses Charles Thompson’s 28 U.S.C. § 2241 petition seeking

transfer from FCI Oakdale to prerelease custody based on earned time credits and administrative

eligibility. Because Thompson had been released to a residential reentry center, the magistrate judge

recommended that the petition and related Administrative Procedure Act claims be denied and

dismissed as moot for lack of an Article III case or controversy.
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Petitioner's 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition and related
Administrative Procedure Act claims were presented to a federal

magistrate judge in a report and recommendation.

Jurisdictional mootness is assessed by whether the court can still grant
the relief requested; absent an actual controversy, the court lacks

Article IIT jurisdiction and must dismiss.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Thompson's § 2241 habeas petition became moot after he was released to a Residential Reentry

Center.

2. Whether the related APA claims for declaratory and injunctive relief were also moot because they sought
the same transfer relief.

3. Whether the court lacked jurisdiction because no live Article III case or controversy remained.

HOLDINGS

1. The petition was moot because Thompson had already been released to a Residential Reentry Center, so

the court could no longer grant the requested transfer relief.

2. Because the petition presented no live Article III case or controversy, the court lacked constitutional
jurisdiction and the petition had to be dismissed.

3. The APA claims were subject to the same disposition as the habeas claim because they sought the same

declaratory and injunctive transfer relief.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, IT IS RECOMMENDED that the instant Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus [Doc. 1] be

DENIED and DISMISSED as it presents no case or controversy and, thus, this Court lacks jurisdiction.” (at
iy

“A moot case “presents no Article III case or controversy, and a court has no constitutional jurisdiction to

resolve the issue it presents.”” (at 2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Charles Thompson, formerly confined at the Federal Correctional Institution in Oakdale, Louisiana, alleged that
he had earned sufficient time credits and was administratively eligible for prerelease custody but remained
unlawfully confined. He sought an immediate transfer to either a Residential Reentry Center or home
confinement. During the litigation, he was released to a Residential Reentry Center, making the requested

transfer relief unavailable.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Charles Thompson filed a § 2241 petition seeking immediate transfer from federal incarceration to prerelease
custody, along with APA claims seeking declaratory and injunctive relief concerning the same transfer. While the
action was pending, Thompson was released to a Residential Reentry Center. The magistrate judge therefore
recommended denial and dismissal because the requested relief could no longer be granted, rendering the matter
moot and depriving the court of jurisdiction.
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