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

No. 98-20582
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JOSE M RAM RES,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 93-CR-235-3
February 10, 1999

Bef ore BARKSDALE and EM LIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM **

José Ramires appeals the district court’s denial of his
petition for wit of coramnobis as a successive notion under 28
U S C 8§ 2255, arguing that the filing restrictions on successive
noti ons under the Antiterrorismand Effective Death Penalty Act
(AEDPA) have rendered the statutory renedy “inadequate or

unavai l able.” See Correa-Negron v. United States, 473 F.2d 684,

“This matter is being decided by a quorum 28 U S.C. §
46(d).

Pursuant to 5THGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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685 (5th Cr. 1973). Ramres remains in federal custody, and the

remedy afforded by 8§ 2255 has not been rendered i nadequate sinply
because he nust receive certification froman appellate court
under strict standards. The district court properly dismssed
this petition because Ramres failed to receive permssion from
this court to file a successive notion under 8§ 2255.

Ram res also attenpts to raise for the first tine a
chal l enge to the plea agreenents nmade between the Governnent and

hi s codefendants under United States v. Singleton, 144 F.3d 1343,

reh’ g granted en banc and opinion vacated, 144 F.3d 1343, 1361-62
(10th Cr. 1998). This issue was not presented to the district

court and i s not addressed. See, e.qg., United States v.

Cervantes, 132 F.3d 1106, 1109 (5th Gr. 1998).
AFFI RVED.



