UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

Parveg Ahmed v. M.J. Bayless

Ahmed - No. Civ. No. DLB-24-3589 - Decided March 30, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Maryland denied the respondent’s motion for

summary judgment in Parveg Ahmed’s 28 U.S.C. § 2241 petition. Ahmed sought credit under 18

U.S.C. § 3585(b) for 73 days spent in foreign custody before his federal arrest and sentencing. The

court held that the record did not establish that the time had been credited against another sentence and

contained genuine factual disputes concerning the basis for his foreign detention.
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United States District Court for the District of Maryland
Deborah L. Boardman

United States District Court for the District of Maryland
March 30, 2026

Civ. No. DLB-24-3589

denied

Petition for a writ of habeas corpus under 28 U.S.C. § 2241
challenging the Bureau of Prisons' calculation of sentence credit;

respondent moved to dismiss or, alternatively, for summary judgment.

Summary judgment is appropriate when there is no genuine dispute as
to any material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter
of law. The court views facts and reasonable inferences in the light
most favorable to the nonmoving party and may not weigh the

evidence.
Unknown; memorandum opinion from a federal district court.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the respondent was entitled to summary judgment on Ahmed's § 2241 petition challenging the

Bureau of Prisons' refusal to credit 73 days of foreign official detention toward his federal sentence.

2. Whether 18 U.S.C. § 3585(b) requires credit for prior official detention when the detention resulted
either from the offense of conviction or from an arrest for another charge occurring after the commission

of the offense of conviction, provided the time was not credited against another sentence.

3. Whether the record established that Ahmed's foreign detention was not official detention or that the time

had been credited against another sentence.

HOLDINGS

1. Summary judgment for the respondent was improper because the record contained genuine disputes
concerning the basis for Ahmed's foreign detention and did not establish that the 73 days had been

credited against another sentence.

2. Under the plain text of § 3585(b), prior official detention must be credited toward a federal sentence if it
resulted either from the offense for which the sentence was imposed or from an arrest for any other
charge occurring after the commission of that offense, so long as the time was not credited against

another sentence.

3. A federal prisoner may use a petition under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 to challenge the Bureau of Prisons'

execution or calculation of the prisoner's sentence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“So, under a plain reading of § 3585(b), prior time spent in official custody (not credited toward another
sentence) shall be credited toward the defendant’s sentence if the official custody resulted from the conduct for
which the defendant was sentenced or if the official custody resulted from an arrest for “any other charge”

that occurred “after” the conduct for which the defendant was sentenced.” (Discussion)

“Thus, the Court finds that the respondent has failed to meet her burden of establishing that Ahmed is not
entitled to receive credit under 18 U.S.C. § 3585(b) for time spent in official detention.” (Conclusion)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Ahmed was arrested in Jordan on June 16, 2017, and remained in foreign custody for approximately 73 days
before being transferred to U.S. custody on August 28, 2017. He later pleaded guilty in the Eastern District of
New York to attempting to provide material support to a foreign terrorist organization and received a 153-month
sentence. The Bureau of Prisons credited him for 1,940 days of federal pretrial custody but refused to credit the
foreign detention because it had not confirmed that the time had not been credited against another sentence. The
record contained conflicting evidence about whether the foreign detention was related to the offense of

conviction, but no evidence established that the detention had been credited against another sentence.
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Ahmed filed a § 2241 petition seeking credit for 73 days spent in foreign custody before his arrest by U.S.
authorities. Respondent moved to dismiss or for summary judgment, asserting that the Bureau of Prisons
correctly refused to award the credit. Because matters outside the pleadings were presented and considered, the
court treated the motion as one for summary judgment and denied it, scheduling a status call to address next

steps.
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