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

No. 01-31012
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
TIMM E FORD

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 97-CR-50040- ALL

 April 11, 2002
Before SM TH, DeMOSS, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Tinmm e Ford, now federal prisoner #09615-035, appeals the
district court’s denial of his FED. R CRM P. 35(b) notion for
reduction of sentence. Ford pleaded guilty to crack cocai ne
distribution. 1In its plea agreenent with Ford, the Governnent
retained the discretion to file a notion for reduction of
sentence. Ford asserts that he provided substantial assistance
to the Governnent in another prosecution and that the Governnent

should have filed a notion for reduction of his sentence. As the

district court noted, re-sentencing pursuant to Rule 35(b) 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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all owed only on the Governnent’s notion. See United States v.

Early, 27 F.3d 140, 141 (5th G r. 1994). Even if the Governnent
had agreed to file a Rule 35(b) notion, Ford s argunents are
vague and are not the “substantial threshold show ng” of
unconstitutional notivation that is required before the district

court can consider a defendant’s Rule 35(b) notion. See United

States v. Sneed, 63 F.3d 381, 389 n.6 (5th Cr. 1995).

Therefore, the judgnent of the district court denying Ford' s

Rul e 35(b) notion is AFFI RVED.



