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

No. 00-10429
Conf er ence Cal endar

BRENDA ROBERTSON FI NE

Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
vVer sus
JOSEPH B. BOGAN, Warden; CARSWELL FEDERAL MEDI CAL CENTER
FEDERAL BUREAU OF PRI SONS; UNI TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF
JUSTI CE

Respondent s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:00-CV-127-Y
~ Cctober 17, 2000

Before SM TH, and BARKSDALE, and BENAVIDES, Ci rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Brenda Robertson Fine, federal prisoner # 27050-077, appeals
fromthe dismssal with prejudice of her 28 U S.C. § 2241
petition. The district court held, because Fine was chall engi ng
errors that were alleged to have occurred during or before
sentencing, her clains nust be raised in a notion filed pursuant
to 28 U S.C. 8§ 2255 and that the only court with jurisdiction to

consider her 8 2255 nption was the district court in which she

was sentenced. Fine argues on appeal that she is entitled to

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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application of the “savings clause” of 8§ 2255 because she is
barred by limtations fromfiling a 8 2255 noti on.

Fine has failed to show that the renedi es provided for under
8§ 2255 are inadequate or ineffective to test the legality of her

det enti on. See Cox v. \Warden, Fed. Detention Ctr., 911 F.2d

1111, 1113 (5th Gr. 1990). The district court’s judgnent is
AFFI RVED.

Fine’s notion for appointnment of counsel is DEN ED.

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON DEN ED.



