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

No. 01-31158
Summary Cal endar

LARRY W LLI AVS,

Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
vVer sus
WARDEN, W NN CORRECTI ONAL CENTER,

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 99-Cv-1611

© July 29, 2002
Before JOLLY, BENAVI DES, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Larry WIIlians, Louisiana prisoner # 86172, seeks a
certificate of appealability (“COA’) to appeal the denial of his
“notion for default judgnent,” filed after the district court
conditionally granted his 28 U S.C. § 2254 petition and after the
state court resentenced him To the extent that WIIlians argues
that the State failed to conply with the district court’s

judgnment by returning himto the Tenth instead of the El eventh

Judicial District Court of Louisiana for resentencing, COA is

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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DENIED. 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2); Slack v. MDaniel, 529 U'S. 473,

484 (2000).
To the extent that WIlians’ postjudgnent notion sought

review of the newly inposed state court sentence on the nerits,

t he notion was unaut hori zed and shoul d have been denied for |ack

of jurisdiction. See United States v. Early, 27 F.3d 140, 141-42

(5th Gr. 1994). Under this second argunent, because WIIians
has “appeal ed fromthe denial of a neaningless, unauthorized
motion” (id. at 142), COA is not necessary. See 28 U S. C

§ 2253(c)(1)(B). Under this ground, the appeal is wthout

arguable nerit and thus frivolous. Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215,

219-20 (5th Gr. 1983). Accordingly, it is DISM SSED. See 5th
Cr. Rule. 42. 2.
CCA DEN ED;, APPEAL DI SM SSED



