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

No. 96-10296
Summary Cal endar

Rl CHARD JAMES BARNARD
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

UNI TED STATES PAROLE COWM SSI ON,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:94-CV-1647-G

~ January 3, 1997

Bef ore REAVLEY, BARKSDALE and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ri chard Janmes Barnard appeals the district court’s dism ssa
of a petition for habeas relief brought pursuant to 28 U S. C
§ 2241; a claimfor violation of the Freedom of I|nformation Act
(FO A) brought pursuant to 5 U S.C. 8 552; and a claimfor
violation of the Privacy Act brought pursuant to 5 U S. C. 8§ 552a.

As Barnard was not incarcerated in the Northern District of Texas

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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when he first asserted his 28 U S.C. § 2241 petition and as he is
not currently incarcerated therein, the district court | acked
jurisdiction over Barnard’ s petition for habeas relief. See

United States v. Brown, 753 F.2d 455 (5th Cr. 1985). W affirm

the district court’s decision regarding Barnard’s FO A and
Privacy Act clainms for essentially the sane reasons stated by the

magi strate judge. Barnard v. United States Parol e Conm ssion,

3:94-CV-1647-G (N.D. Tex. Jan. 24, 1996).

AFF| RMED.



