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Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Irene WIlson d aze, now federal prisoner No. 59783-079,
appeals fromthe district court’s denial of her notion filed
pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 8§ 3582 and she noves this court for
appoi nt nent of counsel on appeal. The notion for counsel is
DENI ED. d aze argues that the district court |acked the

authority to sentence her pursuant to 21 U S.C. 8 860 because she

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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was not convicted of violating that statute and she suggests, for
the first tinme on appeal, that her conviction and sentence
vi ol ate principles of due process because the Governnent did not
conply with the district court’s pretrial instruction to file
periodic nmedical reports on daze's nental condition.

Section 3582 does not authorize the district court to grant

the relief that d aze seeks. 18 U.S.C. 8 3582; see United States

v. Early, 27 F.3d 140, 141-42 (5th Cr. 1994). d aze’'s argunents
sound under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 2255; however, as G aze has filed a prior
notion for 8 2255 relief and has not obtained this court’s
aut hori zation to file a second or successive 8 2255 notion, the
district court did not err by failing to construe her clains
under 8 2255. {d aze’'s notion should have been di sm ssed for |ack
of jurisdiction. On that basis, the district court’s denial of
the notion is AFFIRMED. W note that the argunents that d aze
advances on appeal do not neet the standard required for this
court to authorize the filing of a second or successive 8§ 2255
notion. See § 2255.

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON FOR COUNSEL DENI ED.



