IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 93-8798
Conf er ence Cal endar

GEORGE A. DAY,

Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
ver sus
SAL SEANEZ, Warden
Federal Prison Canp,
Ft. Biggs Arny Air Base,
El Paso, Texas,

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. EP-93-CA-251-B
(May 18, 1994)

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ceorge Day argues that he is not required to exhaust the
Bureau of Prisons' adm nistrative procedure because his chall enge
to the Bureau of Prisons' failure to account properly for "good
tinme" credits earned during his incarceration concerns the
"legality of [his] confinenent." After a district court has

sentenced a federal offender, the Bureau of Prisons has the

responsibility for adm nistering the sentence. United States v.

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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W1 son, us _ , 112 S . 1351, 1355, 117 L. Ed.2d 593

(1992). The calculation and the application of credits for tine
served are determnations within the Bureau of Prisons
admnistrative purview 1d. "Federal regulations have afforded
prisoners adm nistrative review of the conputation of their
credits . . . and prisoners have been able to seek judici al
review of these conputations after exhausting their

admnistrative renedies.” 1d. See United States v. Dowing, 962

F.2d 390, 393 (5th Gr. 1992) (exhaustion of adm nistrative
remedies is prerequisite to judicial review of credit for tine

spent in presentence detention); see also Rourke v. Thonpson, 11

F.3d 47, 49 (5th G r. 1993) ("[Qrievances of prisoners
concerning prison admnistration should be presented to the
Bureau [of Prisons] through the avail able adm nistrative
channels. Only after such renedies are exhausted will the court
entertain the application for relief in an appropriate case")
(internal quotations omtted). Mreover, the exhaustion-of-

adm ni strative-renedi es doctrine requires that a conpl ai nant
first pursue all prescribed admnistrative renmedi es which m ght
provi de appropriate relief before seeking relief fromthe federal

courts. Smth v. Thonpson, 937 F.2d 217, 219 (5th G r. 1991)

(internal quotation and citation omtted). Day concedes that he
did not exhaust all available admnistrative relief through the
Bureau of Prisons prior to bringing his 8§ 2241 petition in the
district court; accordingly, the district court properly

di sm ssed the petition.

AFFI RVED.



