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

No. 98-40853
Summary Cal endar

M CHAEL ANDERSON G LBERT,
Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
ver sus

M CHAEL PURDY, Warden
U S. PARCLE COW SSI ON,

Respondent s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas

USDC No. C-97-CV-276

August 6, 1999
Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chael Anderson Gl bert, federal prisoner # 52595-080,
appeal s the district court’s dismssal of his 28 U S. C § 2241
petition for abuse of the wit of habeas corpus. G bert argues
that the parole comm ssion inproperly inposed parole conditions
that he participate in a drug aftercare program and abstain from
al cohol .

Glbert filed two previous petitions under 8§ 2241, but did

not challenge the parole provisions in either of these petitions.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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He now appeal s the disnmissal of his third 8§ 2241 petition in

whi ch he chal |l enges the parole provisions. A second or
successi ve habeas petition that raises a claimfor the first tine
is generally regarded as an abuse of the wit, unless the
petitioner can show cause for his failure to raise the claimand
prejudice fromthe errors which formthe basis of his conplaint;
or that a refusal to hear the claimw |l result in a fundanmental
m scarriage of justice. MO eskey v. Zant, 499 U S. 467, 493-95
(1991). G lbert has failed to denonstrate sufficient cause for
his failure to challenge the parole conditions in his earlier

§ 2241 petitions. Accordingly, the district court’s dismssal of

Glbert’s petition for abuse of the wit is AFFI RVED



