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

No. 98-10002
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
MANUEL OROZCO VI LLA,
Def endant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas

USDC No. 3:95-CR-84-2-D

June 17, 1998
Before DAVIS, PARKER, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *
Manuel Orozco Villa, federal prisoner # 26857-077, requests

perm ssion to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) so that he may

appeal fromthe district court’s denial of his notion under 18
US C 8 3582(c)(2). To proceed |IFP on appeal, Villa nust
denonstrate financial eligibility and a nonfrivol ous issue for

appeal. Fed. R App. P. 24(a); Carson v. Polley, 689 F.2d 562,

586 (5th Gir. 1982).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Villa argues that the district court erred in denying his
nmotion for a reduction in his sentence. As Villa's ineffective-
assi st ance-of -counsel argunents are not cogni zable in a
8§ 3582(c)(2) motion, the district court did not abuse its

discretion in denying the notion. United States v. Pardue, 36

F.3d 429, 430 (5th Cr. 1994).
Villa has not presented a nonfrivol ous issue for appeal.
Accordingly, his notion for |leave to proceed |IFP is DEN ED, and

the appeal is DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS. See Howard v. King, 707

F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983); 5th Cr. R 42.2. Villa's
nmotion for appointnment of counsel is also DEN ED

MOTI ONS DENI ED.  APPEAL DI SM SSED



