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WLLI AM JAMES M TCHELL,

Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
vVer sus
CARL CASTERLI NE,

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 02-CVv-1838-A

Bef ore BARKSDALE, DEMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

WIlliamJanmes Mtchell, federal prisoner No. 84559-020,
appeals the dismssal of his 28 U S.C § 2241 petition. |In June
1993, Mtchell was convicted of controlled substance and firearns
offenses in the United States District Court for the Mddle
District of Georgia, and he was sentenced to a 300-nonth term of
i npri sonment, enhanced by a prior controlled substance

conviction. Mtchell is currently incarcerated in the Wstern

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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District of Louisiana. Mtchell has challenged his sentence
under 28 U.S.C. § 2255, w thout success.

Mtchell argues the trial court |acked jurisdiction to
i npose an enhanced sentence because the Governnent did not
properly serve Mchell with the enhancenent infornmation as
required by 21 U.S.C. § 851(a) and because the court failed to
conply with the requirenents of 21 U S.C. 8§ 851(b) prior to
i nposi ng sentence. Because Mtchell’s petition raises errors
that allegedly occurred at his sentencing, it must be construed
as soundi ng under 28 U S.C. 8§ 2255 unless Mtchell establishes
that his clains fall under the savings clause of 28 U S. C

§ 2255. Pack v. Yusuff, 218 F.3d 448, 452 (5th G r. 2000). The

savi ngs cl ause applies where “the renedy by notion is inadequate
or ineffective to test the legality of his detention.” 28 U S. C
§ 2255.

Mtchell has not attenpted to establish that he is entitled
to relief under 28 U S.C. 8§ 2241 via the 28 U.S.C. 8§ 2255 savings

cl ause. See Wesson v. U.S. Penitentiary Beaunont, TX, 305 F. 3d

343, 347 (5th Gir. 2002), cert. denied, 123 S. C. 1374 (2003).

Consequently, he is not entitled to 8 2241 relief, and his
petition must either be dism ssed or construed as a § 2255
motion. Pack, 218 F.3d at 452-53.

As clains arising under 8§ 2255 nust be heard in the
sentencing court, the District Court for the Western District of

Loui siana | acked jurisdiction to construe Mtchell’s pleadings as
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a 8 2255 notion. See 8§ 2255. Furthernore, Mtchell has
previously filed a nmotion under 8§ 2255 and he has not obtai ned
certification to file a second or successive 8§ 2255 notion. See

Reyes- Requena v. United States, 243 F.3d 893, 898-99 (5th Cr.

2001). WMoreover, Mtchell has not made any showi ng that his
petition satisfies the applicable requirenents for such a notion.

See Henderson v. Haro, 282 F.3d 862, 864 (5th Cr. 2002).

Accordingly, the dism ssal of Mtchell’ s § 2241 petition is

AFFI RVED.



