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Angel o Dewel | Branch, Texas prisoner # 478123, appeals the
denial of his 28 U S.C. § 2241 petition, in which he challenged
the constitutionality of his forced | abor while incarcerated.

We affirm

Branch’s contention that the district court |acked authority
to deny habeas relief wthout first ordering the respondent to
answer his petition is frivolous. A district court is required

to dismss a habeas petition prior to ordering the respondent 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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answer if it plainly appears that the petitioner is not entitled
torelief. Rule 4 of the Rules Governing Section 2254 Cases.

Branch rai ses several constitutional challenges to his
forced | abor while inprisoned by the Texas Departnent of Crim nal
Justice; however, he has not addressed the district court’s
determ nation that such clains are challenges to the conditions
of his confinenent and, therefore, not cognizable in a 28 U S. C
8§ 2241 petition. He has therefore waived its review, see Yohey
v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Cr. 1993), and we uphold
the judgnent of the district court.

AFFI RVED.



