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

No. 93-2344
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
JUAN ANTONI O CONTRERAS

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CR-H 90-226
(September 20, 1994)
Before KING SM TH, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Federal prisoner Juan Antonio Contreras filed a "Mtion
Requesting Racial Conposition of Jurors" in the district court in
whi ch he was convicted and sentenced. He alleged that he needed
information on jury conposition to prepare a notion pursuant to
28 U.S.C. 8§ 2255. The district court denied the notion and
denied Contreras | eave to appeal in forma pauperis (IFP)

"Plaintiffs in the federal courts nust allege sone

threatened or actual injury resulting fromthe putatively illegal

action before a federal court may assune jurisdiction."”

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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G udadanos v. Hidalgo County Grand Jury Commirs, 622 F.2d 807,

814 (5th G r. 1980) (internal quotations not indicated), cert.
deni ed, 450 U. S. 964 (1981). Contreras has yet to allege an
injury. He nerely asserted that he was preparing a § 2255
motion. |f and when he does nmake an allegation of injury
resulting fromhis crimnal prosecution, it will -- or should --
be in the formof a § 2255 notion, at which tinme he may nove for
di scovery pursuant to Rule 6 of the Rules Governing 8§ 2255
Pr oceedi ngs.

The instant notion should have been denied. As an appeal

woul d have no nerit, IFP is deni ed. See Carson v. Polley, 689

F.2d 562, 586 (5th Gr. 1982). The appeal is dismssed. See 5th
Cr. R 42.2.
| FP DENI ED. APPEAL DI SM SSED.



