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

No. 00-41260
Conf er ence Cal endar

MARK ANTHONY COUSI NS,
Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
vVer sus
ERNEST V. CHANDLER, Warden,
Respondent - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:00-CV-584
~ April 10, 2001
Before JOLLY, H G3E NBOTHAM and JONES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Mar k Ant hony Cousi ns, federal prisoner # 43109-019, appeals
the district court’s dismssal of his 28 U S.C. § 2241 petition,
in which he attacked the validity of his conviction. Cousins’
nmotion to expedite the appeal is DEN ED

Cousins argues that the district court erred in dismssing
the petition without first conpelling Respondent to answer and
that his clains were properly brought in a 28 U S.C § 2241

petition because relief under 28 U . S.C. § 2255 is inadequate and

ineffective. An answer is not required if it appears fromthe

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 that the applicant is not entitled to the wit. 28
US C 8§ 2243. Cousins has failed to denonstrate that the
district court erred in concluding that relief under 28 U S. C

8§ 2255 was inadequate. See Tolliver v. Dobre, 211 F. 3d 876, 877

(5th Gr. 2000).
This appeal is without arguable nerit, is frivolous, and is

t her ef ore DI SM SSED. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20

(5th Gir. 1983); 5THQOR R 42.2.
APPEAL DI SM SSED.  MOTI ON DENI ED.



