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PER CURI AM *

Bil al Troy Farahkhan, federal prisoner # 72541-079, appeals
the district court’s dismssal of his notion to nodify his
sentence, purportedly filed pursuant to 18 U S.C. 8§ 3582(b)(2)(B)
and FEp. R CRM P. 35. The Governnent argues that the district
court lacked jurisdiction to consider Farahkhan’s notion to
nodi fy. As the Governnent notes, “8 3582(b)(2)(B)” does not
exist. A district court may nodify the inposed term of
i nprisonnment under limted circunstances. § 3582(c). Because

Far ahkhan’s notion did not fall under any of the provisions of

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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8§ 3582(c), it was unauthorized and wi thout jurisdictional basis.

See United States v. Early, 27 F.3d 140, 141-42 (5th CGr. 1994).

To the extent that the district court construed the notion as an
attenpted successive 8 2255 notion, dismssal for |ack of
jurisdiction was proper because Farahkhan had not received

perm ssion fromthis court to file a successive 28 U S.C. § 2255

motion. See United States v. Key, 205 F.3d 773, 774 (5th Gr.

2000) .
The instant appeal is wthout arguable nerit and is

therefore dism ssed as frivol ous. Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215,

219-20 (5th Gr. 1983); 5THCQR R 42.2. Farahkhan is hereby
warned that any further repetitious or frivolous filings,

i ncluding those attenpting to circunvent statutory restrictions
on filing second or successive 8 2255 notions, may result in the
i nposition of sanctions against him These sanctions may incl ude
di sm ssal, nonetary sanctions, and restrictions on his ability to
file pleadings in this court and any court subject to this
court’s jurisdiction.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



