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Pulileka Martin Tatu (Tatu), federal prisoner # 26165-177,
appeal s the district court’s dismssal of his 28 U S. C § 2241
habeas corpus application challenging the Bureau of Prisons’

(BOP) nmethod of calculating good tine credit under 18 U. S. C
§ 3624(Db).

Tatu argues that 18 U. S.C. § 3624(b) unanbi guously requires

that the BOP calculate a prisoner’s good tinme credit based on the

sentence i nposed rather than on the tine he has actually served.

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Further, Tatu argues that the BOP s nethod of cal cul ati ng good
time credit is inconsistent wwth the plain neaning of 18 U S. C
§ 3624(b) and its legislative intent.

In Sanple v. Mirrison, 406 F.3d 310, 312-13 (5th Gr. 2005),

this court rejected a simlar challenge to the BOP s nethod of
calculating good tine credit. This court determ ned that the

pl ai n | anguage of 18 U. S.C. § 3624(b) supports the BOP' s net hod
of calculating good tine credit. |1d. at 313. Alternatively, the
statute i s anbi guous and the BOP's interpretation is entitled to

def erence pursuant to Chevron U.S.A, Inc. v. Natural Resources

Def ense Council, Inc., 467 U. S. 837 (1984). Id.

Accordingly, the district court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED



