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PER CURI AM ~
Wl liam Pena appeals the district court’s interlocutory

order denying his notion to intervene in the 42 U S.C. § 1983

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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suit filed by fellow i nmte Eugene Shannon Abner. In his notion,
Pena sought | eave to act as counsel on behal f of Abner pursuant
to a guardi anshi p agreenent and a power of attorney executed by
Abner .

The district court construed Pena's notion as a notion to
i ntervene; however, Pena was not seeking to becone a party to the
suit. See FeED. R CGQv. P. 24. Instead, Pena’s notion is nore
cl osely analogous to a notion to enroll as counsel. Pena has not
denonstrated that an order denying such a notion is an appeal abl e

interlocutory order. See Briargrove Shopping CGr. Joint Venture

v. PilgrimEnter., Inc., 170 F.3d 536, 538 (5th GCr. 1999).

Accordingly, this court |lacks jurisdiction to entertain his
appeal .
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