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

No. 01-30801
Summary Cal endar

ALVI N WASHI NGTQON,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
19TH JUDI Cl AL DI STRI CT COURT; LOUI SI ANA STATE BOARD OF
EEE\&EE SECURI TY EXAM NERS; LOUI SI ANA BOARD OF PARDONS AND

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CV-267-C

Decenber 6, 2001
Bef ore DAVI S, BENAVI DES, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Al vin Washi ngton noves for | eave to proceed in form
pauperis (IFP) after failing to obtain | eave of the district
court to proceed | FP. The magi strate judge found that
Washi ngton’ s appeal was taken in bad faith and WAashi ngt on does
not argue that the magistrate judge | acked authority to make such
a finding. Wshington noves for relief pursuant to FED. R Cw.

P. 60(b). H's Rule 60(b) notion is DENI ED.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Washi ngt on seeks to appeal IFP fromthe dismssal of his
civil-rights action as frivolous and for failure to state a
claim He has failed to argue that the defendants were not
entitled to imunity fromliability for damages beyond stating
the issue. He has failed to brief that issue for appeal.

Bri nkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744,
748 (5th Cr. 1987). Nor does Washington brief whether the
district court erred by determning that he had failed to state a
claim |d. Wshington has failed to brief the bases for the
bad-faith determnation and the dism ssal of his action.

Washi ngton’ s appeal is without arguable nerit and is
frivolous. Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983).
Because the appeal is frivolous, Washington’s | FP notion is
DENI ED and his appeal is DISMSSED. 5THCR R 42.2.

We caution Washi ngton that any additional frivol ous appeal s
filed by himw Il invite the inposition of sanctions. To avoid
sanctions, Washington is further cautioned to review any pendi ng
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise argunents that are
frivolous. Al of appellant’s pending notions are deni ed.

| FP DENI ED, APPEAL DI SM SSED. 5TH QR R 42.2. SANCTI ONS
WARNI NG | SSUED.



