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PER CURI AM *

Ant hony C ark Marion, federal prisoner # 09895-042, noves
this court to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) to appeal the
denial of his 18 U S.C. 8§ 3582 notion to nodify his sentence. He
argues that he is entitled to a reduction in sentence under
US S G 8 3EL.1 for his acceptance of responsibility.

Section 3582(c) Iimts sentence nodification only to certain
narrow circunstances, none of which are applicable in Marion’s

case. See 18 U. S. C. 8 3582(c)(1)(A) (on notion of Bureau of

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Prisons); 8 3582(c)(1)(B)(clerical error or, on Governnment’s
notion, substantial assistance); 8§ 3582(c)(2)(sentencing range
subsequently | owered by Sentencing Commission). Marion's § 3582
nmotion therefore was unaut horized and wi thout a jurisdictional
basis, and, thus, the district court was wi thout jurisdiction to

entertain it. See United States v. Early, 27 F.3d 140, 142 (5th

Cir. 1994).
Marion has not denonstrated a nonfrivol ous issue for appeal,

and, therefore, he cannot proceed IFP. See FED. R App. P. 24(a)

Because his appeal is without arguable nerit, it is dismssed as

frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr

1983); 5THAGR R 42.2.
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