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PER CURIAM:*

Roy Lee Russell, federal prisoner # 21767-009, appeals the

dismissal of his 28 U.S.C. § 2241 petition challenging the 110-

month sentence imposed following his jury trial conviction for

obstruction of justice and perjury.  Russell argues that his

sentence was unconstitutional in light of Apprendi v. New Jersey,

530 U.S. 466 (2000) and Blakely v. Washington, 542 U.S. 296

(2004) because it was based on drug quantities not determined by

the jury.  He contends that he is entitled to seek relief under

§ 2241 because 28 U.S.C. § 2255 offers an inadequate remedy.
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Because Russell’s petition challenges errors that occurred

at sentencing, the claim may not be brought in a § 2241 petition. 

See Padilla v. United States, 416 F.3d 424, 426-27 (5th Cir.

2005).  Russell’s argument that he is entitled to proceed under

§ 2241 based on the savings clause of § 2255 because relief under

that section is “inadequate or ineffective” is unavailing.  Id.

at 427.  The district court’s judgment is AFFIRMED.


