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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania dismissed with prejudice
Naim Taylor’s petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241. Taylor challenged the
Bureau of Prisons’ determination that his firearm enhancement made him ineligible for a sentence
reduction upon completion of the Residential Drug Abuse Treatment Program. The court held that the
Supreme Court’s decision in Lopez v. Davis foreclosed his challenge to the relevant BOP regulation
and policies.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Federal prisoner Naim Taylor filed a pro se petition under 28 U.S.C. §
2241 challenging the Bureau of Prisons' determination that his
firearm-related sentencing enhancement rendered him ineligible for a
possible sentence reduction after completing the Residential Drug
Abuse Treatment Program.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court screened the habeas petition under Rule 4 and dismissed it
summarily because it plainly appeared from the petition and attached
documents that Taylor was not entitled to relief.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; district court memorandum opinion
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the BOP's regulation, 28 C.F.R. § 550.55(b)(5)(ii), exceeded the BOP's statutory authority or
conflicted with 18 U.S.C. § 3621(e)(2)(B) by categorically excluding inmates whose felony offense
involved carrying, possessing, or using a firearm from consideration for an RDAP sentence reduction.

2. Whether the BOP could rely on Taylor's two-level USSG § 2D1.1(b)(1) firearm-possession enhancement
to deny eligibility for an RDAP sentence reduction.

3. Whether Taylor was entitled to relief under 28 U.S.C. § 2241.

HOLDINGS

1. The BOP may exercise its statutory discretion to categorically exclude inmates whose current felony
offense involved carrying, possessing, or using a firearm from eligibility for an early-release sentence
reduction under 18 U.S.C. § 3621(e)(2)(B).

2. Taylor's two-level firearm-possession enhancement did not entitle him to an RDAP sentence reduction
or invalidate the BOP's exclusion of him from early-release consideration.

3. Taylor was not entitled to habeas relief because the face of his petition and its attachments showed that
his challenge was foreclosed by controlling precedent.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Therefore, "Lopez controls this [C]ourt’s analysis and compels the [C]ourt to [dismiss Taylor's] petition
because [Lopez] upholds the validity of an earlier regulation that is identical in all relevant respects to the
regulation [Taylor] challenges” here.” (at 10-11)

“Accordingly, because it plainly appears from Taylor's petition and the documents attached thereto that he is
not entitled to habeas relief, the Court will dismiss Taylor's Section 2241 petition with prejudice.” (at 16)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Taylor pleaded guilty to possessing with intent to distribute forty grams or more of fentanyl and a detectable
amount of cocaine. The sentencing court imposed an aggregate 96-month federal sentence and applied a two-
level USSG § 2D1.1(b)(1) enhancement because Taylor possessed firearms in connection with his drug-
trafficking offense. While participating in the BOP's Residential Drug Abuse Treatment Program, Taylor was
informed that the firearm-related enhancement made him ineligible for a possible sentence reduction of up to
one year under 18 U.S.C. § 3621(e)(2)(B).
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