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PER CURIAM: 

Joseph Prysock appeals the district court’s order 

denying his 18 U.S.C. § 3582(c)(2) (2006) motion for reduction 

of sentence.*  We have reviewed the record and find no reversible 

error.  Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated by the 

district court.  United States v. Prysock, No. 1:06-cr-00676-

MBS-1 (D.S.C. Feb. 17, 2012).  We deny as unnecessary Prysock’s 

motion for a certificate of appealability and dispense with oral 

argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately 

presented in the materials before the court and argument would 

not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 

                     
* Although Prysock argues on appeal that the district court 

erred in denying his post-conviction motion filed pursuant to 28 
U.S.C.A. § 2255 (West Supp. 2011), we have no authority to 
entertain this claim.  Prysock’s notice of appeal specifically 
sought review of the district court’s order denying his 
§ 3582(c)(2) motion and, in any event, was not timely as to the 
lower court’s earlier ruling denying Prysock’s § 2255 motion.  
Thus, we lack jurisdiction to consider Prysock’s challenge to 
the denial of § 2255 relief. 


