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PER CURI AM *

Leslie | bsen Rogge, federal prisoner # 13915-004, appeals
the district court’s denial of his 28 U S.C. § 2241 petition.
| bsen chal l enged the determ nation by the Bureau of Prisons (BOP)
that he had escaped fromincarceration, rather than being
i nadvertently rel eased, and therefore that he was not entitled to
credit for the 3884 days he was out of custody. Rogge has not
established that the district court erred in determning that the

BOP properly found that Rogge had escaped and was not entitled to

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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the credit. See Royal v. Tonbone, 141 F.3d 596, 599 (5th Gr.

1998); Phillips v. Dutton, 378 F.2d 898, 898 (5th CGr. 1967).

Rogge al so contends that the BOP deni ed hi mdue process by
failing to give himnotice and provide himw th a hearing before
deciding not to award himthe credit for the tinme he spent out of
custody. Because Rogge failed to exhaust his admnistrative
remedies on this ground, he is not entitled to relief. See

United States v. Wlson, 503 U S. 329, 335-36 (1992). Even if

Rogge had exhausted the claim he has not denonstrated a due

process violation. Cf. WIff v. McDonnell, 418 U S. 539, 557,

561 (1974); Malchi v. Thaler, 211 F.3d 953, 957-58 (5th Grr.

2000). The judgnent of the district court is thus AFFI RVED



