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PER CURI AM *

WIlliamH Harwood, federal prisoner # 03271-063, is
serving, inter alia, a 20-year sentence for the use and carrying
of a firearmduring the conmm ssion of a drug-trafficking offense.
Har wood has appeal ed the district court’s dism ssal of his 28
US C 8§ 2241 petition challenging the nmethod used by the Bureau
of Prisons (BOP) to conpute the good-tine credit against his
sentence authorized by 18 U . S.C. 8§ 3624(b). Harwood contends

that the BOP formula reduces his sentence by only 46 days of

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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good-tinme credit for each year served rather than the 54 days of
credit specified by § 3624(b).

Regar dl ess whet her Harwood’ s sentence is conputed on the
basis of the BOP's interpretation of 8 3624(b) or his own,
Harwood' s release is not immnent. In light of the “tenporally
di stant and specul ative nature of [Harwood’'s] claim” he has
failed to establish an “imedi ate injury” that woul d be redressed

by the relief that he seeks. See Sanple v. Mrrison, 406 F.3d

310, 312 (5th Gr. 2005). Accordingly, we conclude that
Harwood’ s 8§ 2241 petition is not ripe for review, and we dismss
the appeal for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.
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