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BEFORE: CARTER, C.J., GAIDRY AND WELCH, JJ.




CARTER, C.J.

The petitioner-appellant, prisoner Ronnie Williams, appeals the district court
judgment affirming the Louisiana Department of Corrections’s decision and
dismissing his petition for judicial review of his administrative remedy procedure
claim. Specifically, Williams maintains the district court erred in denying his
request for additional good time credit, as he allegedly has worked 84 hours a week
for the past ten years.

Certain inmates in the custody of the Department of Corrections who have
been convicted of a felony may earn, in lieu of incentive wages, a diminution of
sentence known as “good time.” La. Rev. Stat. Ann. § 15:571.3. On September
23, 1994, Williams executed the “GOOD TIME RATE OPTION AND
APPROVAL FORM,” which specifically provides:

OFFENDER DOES WANT TO RECEIVE GOOD TIME AT THE

RATE OF THIRTY DAYS FOR EVERY THIRTY DAYS IN

ACTUAL CUSTODY PURSUANT TO R.S. 15:571.3.

In selecting the above option, Williams chose not to receive incentive wages,
a matter he does not dispute. The department regulation Williams refers to in his
brief (B-09-001, 9/20/2008) establishes the policy regarding the payment of
incentive wages, not the accrual of good time. Williams failed to establish his
entitlement to good time at a rate in excess of thirty days for every thirty days in
actual custody.

For these reasons, the district court judgment, rendered in conformance with
the commissioner’s recommendation, is affirmed by summary disposition in
accordance with Uniform Rules- Courts of Appeal, Rule 2-16.2(A)(2), (4)-(6).
Costs of this appeal are assessed to the petitioner-appellant, Ronnie Williams.

AFFIRMED.




