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PER CURI AM *

Bernard Vi ncent Mntgonery, federal prisoner # 53653-146,
appeal s the district court’s dismssal of his 28 U S. C § 2241
petition challenging the validity of his convictions for
met hanphet am ne manufacture, inportation, and distribution. He

asserts that his sentence is invalid in light of Jones v. United

States, 526 U. S. 227 (1999). Because Mntgonery is chall enging
the nmethod by which his sentence was cal cul ated, rather than the

execution of his sentence, the district court correctly construed

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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his petition as a 28 U . S.C. § 2255 notion. See Jeffers v.

Chandl er, 253 F.3d 827, 830 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 534 U S.

1001 (2001). Montgonery has not established that his Jones claim
satisfies the test for filing a 28 U S.C. 8§ 2241 petition under

t he “savings clause” of 28 U S.C. § 2255. See Jones, 526 U.S. at

251 n.11; see also Wesson v. U S. Penitentiary Beaunpnt, Tex.,

305 F. 3d 343, 347-48 (5th Gr. 2002), cert. denied, 123 S. O

1374 (2003); In re Tatum 233 F.3d 857, 859 (5th Cr. 2000). The

judgnment of the district court is AFFI RVED



