IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-41329
Conf er ence Cal endar

CERALD DANI EL BEAUMONT,

Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
vVer sus
JOHN ASHCROFT, U. S. Attorney Ceneral,

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:00-CV-642

 June 13, 2001
Bef ore WENER, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ceral d Dani el Beaunont, federal prisoner # 07336-035,
appeal s the district court’s dismssal of his 28 U S. C § 2241
petition for wit of habeas corpus. Beaunont argues that he
properly raised his clains in a 28 U S.C. 8§ 2241 petition; that,
in the alternative, he cones under 28 U S.C. 8§ 2255 savi ngs
clause; and that the district court failed to consider the nerits
of his petition.

Beaunont argues that insufficient evidence supported his

conviction and that the evidence inproperly broadened the

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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i ndi ct nent. Beaunont’s cl ai n8 shoul d have been raised in a
8§ 2255 notion to vacate, set aside, or correct sentence because a
8§ 2255 notion is the proper manner for a federal prisoner to

chal | enge his conviction or sentence. See Reyes-Requena v.

United States, 243 F.3d 893, 900-01 (5th G r. 2001). Beaunont

does not neet the requirenents for the §8 2255 savi ngs cl ause
because he has not denonstrated that his relief under 28 U S.C
8 2255 was i nadequate or ineffective. See id. at 901-02, 904.
Beaunont was not entitled to a consideration of the nmerits of his
cl ai m because he was not authorized to file a second or
successive 8 2255 notion. See 28 U.S.C. § 2255.

AFFI RVED.



