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USDC No. 5:04-CV-86-C

Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and DeMOSS and CLEMENT, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

In 2002, Brett Maurice D siere, Texas prisoner # 865838,
pl eaded guilty to possession of a deadly weapon in a penal
institution and was sentenced to four years of state
i nprisonnment. At the tinme he pleaded guilty, D siere was serving
a five-year state sentence for his 1999 conviction for burglary
of a habitation. Additionally, a 30-nonth federal sentence was
pendi ng against Disiere for his conviction in 2000 for making

threats against the President of the United States. Disiere

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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appeals the district court’s denial of his 28 U S.C. § 2241 claim
that he shoul d have been transferred to federal custody to serve
his federal sentence upon conpletion of serving his first state
sentence for burglary of a habitation. Because Disiere is
chal l enging only the denial of relief under 28 U S. C. 8§ 2241, he
is not required to obtain a certificate of appealability (CQA).
Therefore, his notion for a COA is DEN ED as unnecessary.
Disiere has remained in state custody and is serving his
second state sentence even though it was inposed after his
federal sentence was inposed. Disiere argues that his federa
sentence should not have been postponed and, citing 18 U S. C
8§ 3584(a), that the district court relied on outdated law in
di sm ssing his petition.
Disiere’s contentions are without nmerit. See 18 U S.C.

§ 3585(a); Free v. Mles, 333 F.3d 550, 552 (5th Cr. 2003);

Causey v. Cviletti, 621 F.2d 691, 694 (5th Gr. 1980).

Therefore, the judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



