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Ceorge D. Farquhar, federal prisoner # 28074-077, appeals
the district court’s denial of his 28 U S.C. § 2241 petition
chal l enging his conviction for mail fraud. He argues that he
is entitled to proceed pursuant to 8 2241 because the 28 U. S. C
8§ 2255 renedy is inadequate given that his clains could not be
raised in a successive 8 2255 notion and, further, because Neder

v. United States, 527 U. S. 1 (1999) establishes that he was

convi cted of a nonexi stent offense.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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A prior unsuccessful 8§ 2255 notion, or the inability to
meet the requirenents for filing a successive 8 2255 noti on,
does not meke the § 2255 renedy i nadequate, however. See

Tolliver v. Dobre, 211 F.3d 876, 878 (5th Cr. 2000).

Addi tional Iy, Farquhar cannot show that his clains were
foreclosed at the tine of his § 2255 notion because Neder was

deci ded before that filing. See Reyes-Requena v. United States,

243 F. 3d 893, 903-04 (5th Cr. 2001); Neder, 527 U.S. at 1
Far quhar therefore has not shown the § 2255 renedy i nadequate,
and he cannot proceed pursuant to § 2241.

AFFI RVED.



