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PER CURIAM:*

Hai Van Nguyen (Nguyen), federal prisoner # 18720-018,

appeals the district court’s dismissal without prejudice of his

28 U.S.C. § 2241 petition.  Nguyen was sentenced to 165 months in

prison based on convictions for racketeering, conspiring to

engage in racketeering, conspiring to interfere with commerce by

robbery, and interfering with commerce by robbery.  Nguyen

attempted to challenge the method by which the Bureau of Prisons

(BOP) calculates good time credits, but the district court
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dismissed the petition because Nguyen had failed to exhaust his

administrative remedies before filing his petition in federal

court.

Because Nguyen is a federal prisoner proceeding under 28

U.S.C. § 2241, he is not required to obtain a certificate of

appealability.  See Jeffers v. Chandler, 253 F.3d 827, 830 (5th

Cir. 2001).  Nguyen concedes that he did not exhaust the three-

level administrative remedy process.  He asserts, however, that

his failure to exhaust should be excused because pursuing

administrative relief would be futile and because he would suffer

irreparable harm by following the administrative process.  Nguyen

has not established that the district court abused its discretion

in dismissing his petition without prejudice.  See Fuller v.

Rich, 11 F.3d 61, 62 (5th Cir. 1994).  The judgment is thus

AFFIRMED.


