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PER CURI AM *
Jose Zollino, federal prisoner # 55356-053, appeals the
deni al of two post-judgnent notions challenging the validity of
his restitution order, his “Wit of Error to Correct Judgnent,”
and his notion to vacate the district court’s “Orders of |ssuance
of Wit of Garnishnment, where no Restitution Order [was] Valid or
Qutstanding.” W dismss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction.
Zollino characterizes his pro se “Mtion for Wit of Error,”

as a wit of coramnobis and contends that jurisdiction in the

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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district court was premsed on 28 U . S.C. § 1651. Zollino,
however, is still incarcerated; therefore, he was not entitled to

petition the district court for a wit of coramnobis. United

States v. Hatten, 167 F.3d 884, 887 & n.6 (5th Cr. 1999).

Zollino's pro se notion to vacate the orders issuing wits of
garni shnent was a de facto attack on the crimnal judgnent and
restitution order, and, therefore, it also |acked a
jurisdictional basis. See id. at 886-87. Zollino' s notions were
unaut hori zed, and, consequently, the district court | acked

jurisdiction to entertain them United States v. Early, 27 F.3d

140, 142 (5th Gir. 1994)
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