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PER CURI AM *

Convicted in 1997 on drug charges and given a 144-nonth
sentence, Dougl as Green (federal prisoner # 72853-079), pursuant to
28 U. S.C. 8§ 2241, challenges, pro se, the Bureau of Prisons’
(BOPs) nethod of cal culating his good-tine credits under 18 U. S. C.
§ 3624(Db).

Geen clains the BOP incorrectly interpreted 8 3624(b),
resulting in the potential |oss of 84 days of good-tine credits.

G een seeks to have the BOP ordered to credit himthe total anpunt

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



of good-tine credits (648 days) to which he believes he is
entitled, based on his 12-year sentence.

In Sanple v. Mirrison, 406 F.3d 310, 312-13 (5th Gr. 2005),
for the claimGeen advances, the appeal was di sm ssed for | ack of
subject-matter jurisdiction because the petition was not ripe for
revi ew. The court concluded the *“tenporally distant and
specul ative nature” of the clains rendered the §8 2241 petition
premature. 1d.

Green is seeking the sane relief found premature in Sanpl e.
Therefore, this instant appeal is DI SM SSED for |ack of subject-

matter jurisdiction.

APPEAL DI SM SSED



