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PER CURI AM *

Jeffrey M Otiz, federal prisoner # 85990-012, appeals from
the district court’s denial of his 28 U S.C. § 2241 petition. In
that petition, Otiz sought habeas corpus relief on the ground
that the Bureau of Prisons (“BOP’) violated his constitutional
rights by informng himhe was eligible for early rel ease under
18 U.S.C. 8§ 3621(e)(2)(B) and then subsequently determ ning that
he was ineligible for early release. |In an appeal fromthe

deni al of habeas relief, “this Court reviews the district court’s

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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determ nations of |aw de novo and its findings of facts for clear

error.” Venegas v. Henman, 126 F.3d 760, 761 (5th Gr. 1997).

Otiz did not have a constitutionally protected right to

early rel ease under 18 U.S. C. § 3621(e)(2)(B). See Rublee v.

Flem ng, 160 F.3d 213, 216-17 (5th G r. 1998). Accordingly, the
district court properly denied Otiz’'s instant petition. This
appeal is without arguable nerit and is thus frivolous. See

Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983). Because it

is frivolous, the respondent’s notion to dism ss the instant
appeal is GRANTED. All other outstanding notions are DEN ED
The instant appeal is DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS. See 5TH CR.
R 42. 2.

MOTI ON TO DI SM SS GRANTED, ALL OTHER OUTSTANDI NG MOTI ONS

DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS



