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SUMMARY

The Fifth Circuit held that a federal prisoner's § 2241 habeas petition challenging his ACCA-enhanced
sentence did not satisfy the savings clause of § 2255(e) because the clause only applies to claims that
the petitioner was convicted of a nonexistent offense, not to challenges to the validity of an enhanced
sentence. The court vacated the district court's dismissal on the merits and remanded with instructions
to dismiss for lack of jurisdiction, as Carter's Johnson and Mathis claims attacked only his sentence,
not his underlying conviction. This case reinforces the Fifth Circuit's rule that the savings clause does
not permit § 2241 petitions for sentence-only challenges, even when based on retroactive Supreme
Court decisions.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Carter's § 2241 petition challenging his ACCA-enhanced sentence fits within the savings clause
of 28 U.S.C. § 2255(e) so that the district court had jurisdiction to consider it.

HOLDINGS

1. Carter's claims do not fit within the savings clause because they challenge the validity of his enhanced
sentence, not his conviction. The savings clause applies only to claims that the petitioner may have been
convicted of a nonexistent offense.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Carter's claims do not fit within the savings clause of 28 U.S.C. § 2255(e), because they challenge the
validity of his enhanced sentence, not his conviction.” (2)

“Carter has failed to show that he was actually innocent of the crime of conviction, and he is not entitled to
use the savings clause of § 2255 to challenge his sentence by petitioning under § 2241.” (3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Carter was convicted of possession of a firearm by a felon in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1) and sentenced to
15 years as an armed career criminal under the ACCA based on three prior violent-felony convictions. He later
filed a § 2241 petition arguing that under Johnson, Welch, and Mathis, he no longer had three qualifying
convictions. The district court dismissed because Carter still had three violent-felony convictions.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Carter, a federal prisoner, filed a § 2241 petition challenging his 15-year ACCA-enhanced sentence. The district
court dismissed the petition, finding Carter still had three violent-felony convictions. The district court did not
address jurisdiction under the savings clause of § 2255(e). Carter appealed.

DISPOSITION

vacated

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remand with instruction to dismiss the § 2241 petition for lack of jurisdiction.
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