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Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BENAVI DES, and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Harry Lee Ri ddick, federal prisoner # 48116-060, appeal s
fromthe dismssal of his 28 U S.C. § 2241 petition. Riddick
chal | enges his conviction of operating a continuing crimnal
enterprise, conspiracy to possess with intent to distribute
cocai ne, distribution of cocaine in or near a school, and
di stribution of cocaine.

Ri ddi ck seeks relief pursuant to United States v. Booker,

543 U. S. 220 (2005); Blakely v. Washington, 542 U. S. 296 (2004);

and Richardson v. United States, 526 U. S. 813 (1999). Riddick’'s

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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Booker and Bl akely clains do not fall under the “savings clause”
of 28 U . S.C. § 2255; he thus may not pursue relief under § 2241.

See Padilla v. United States, 416 F.3d 424, 427 (5th Cr. 2005).

Ri ddi ck’ s appellate brief indicates that he knew about Ri chardson

before he filed his § 2255 nmotion in 2001; he therefore could

have raised his Richardson issues in that notion and may not

pursue themin a 8§ 2241 petition. See Reyes-Requena v. United

States, 243 F.3d 893, 904 (5th Gr. 2001).

AFFI RVED.



