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Ben F. Jacobs, federal prisoner # 33010-037, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 28 U S.C 8§ 2241 petition for a
writ of habeas corpus challenging his 1998 conviction for
possession of a firearmby a convicted felon. Jacobs contends
that the district court erred in determning that he did not neet
the criteria required to support a clai munder the savings clause

of 28 U . S.C. § 2255. Specifically, he argues that his clains are
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based on United States v. Lopez, 514 U S. 549 (1995), Jones V.

United States, 529 U S. 848 (2000), and United States V.

Morrison, 529 U. S. 598 (2000), retroactively applicable Suprenme
Court decisions which were unavailable at the tinme of his
sent enci ng.

Jacobs has not shown that his clains are based on a
retroactively applicable Suprenme Court decision which establishes
that he nmay have been convicted of a nonexistent offense and that
his clainms were foreclosed by circuit law at the tinme when the
clai s shoul d have been raised in his trial, appeal, or first

28 U.S.C. § 2255 noti on. See Reyes-Requena v. United States,

243 F.3d 893, 904 (5th Cr. 2001).

Finally, to the extent that Jacobs argues that the district
court erred in dismssing his 28 U S.C. § 2241 petition without a
hearing or response fromthe respondent, this claimis w thout

merit. See United States v. Bartholonew, 974 F.2d 39, 41 (5th

Gr. 1992).

Accordingly, the district court’s judgnent is AFFI RVED



