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Donald Joe Jay appeals from the district court’s judgment and challenges the
14-month sentence imposed upon the revocation of his supervised release. We

have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Jay contends that the district court erred by failing to award him credit under
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18 U.S.C. § 3585(b) for time served on “related incarceration” at the Fort Hall
tribal justice center. This claim fails because § 3585(b) “does not authorize a
district court to compute the credit at sentencing.” United States v. Wilson, 503
U.S. 329, 334 (1992). Rather, the Bureau of Prisons makes that determination
after the sentence is imposed. See id. at 334-36.

To the extent Jay argues that the district court should have exercised its
discretion to impose a shorter sentence to account for the time he spent in tribal
custody, he has not shown that the court abused its discretion. See Gall v. United
States, 552 U.S. 38, 51 (2007). The court reasonably concluded that such a
reduction was unwarranted because the time Jay served in tribal custody was
applied to his sentence in those proceedings.

AFFIRMED.
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