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

No. 02-10682
Summary Cal endar

Orl S RUDD,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

HARPER OTTOMAY; RI CHARD W LLI AMS, O ficer; SALVADOR TERUEL;
BRUCE ZOTZ, ERI C MORGAN, BILLY HAMPTON, JAMES HUMPHREY; JOE
SNEED; SHANE SI MPKINS; TOM REED, LEELAND PACE; JCE BI TER
CAROLYN BOLDS; BRI AN MCKELLI PS; LI SA JAMES; PAUL TAYLOR

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Orl' S RUDD,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
SALVADCOR TERUEL,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Orl' S RUDD,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
BRUCE ZOTZ; ERI C MORGAN, BILLY HAMPTON

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
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Orl S RUDD,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JAMES HUWPHREY, O ficer,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Orl' S RUDD

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JCE SNEED;, SHANE S| MPKINS; TOM REED,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

OTl S RUDD,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

PAUL TAYLOR, Sergeant; LISA JAMES, Lieutenant;
BRI AN MCKELLI PS, Sergeant; RI CHARD W LLI AMS

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Orl' S RUDD,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant.
vVer sus
LEELAND PACE; JCE BI TER

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
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OTl' S RUDD,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
CARCLYN BQOLDS,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

OTl' S RUDD,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
Rl CHARD W LLI AMS,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC Nos. 7:02-CV-53-R
: 01- CV-234-R
: 01- CV-208-R
:01-CV-207-R
: 01- CV-185-R
:01-CV-179-R
: 01- CV-160-R
: 01- CV-159-R
:01-CV-126-R

Cct ober 1, 2002

NNNNNNNN

Before JOLLY, EMLIO M GARZA, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~
Qis Rudd, Texas inmate # 505837, appeals the district

court’s denial of his notion for a prelimnary injunction in

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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whi ch he sought transfer to another prison unit. Rudd requests

| eave to proceed in forma pauperis (I FP) on appeal, asserting

that he is in immnent danger of serious physical injury. Rudd
does not challenge the district court’s finding that he has three
stri kes against himfor purposes of 28 U S.C. § 1915(g).

Rudd' s al |l egati ons do not establish that he is under

i mm nent danger of serious physical injury. See Bafios v. O GQuin

144 F. 3d 883, 884 (5th Cr. 1998). Accordingly, Rudd s notion
for I eave to proceed |IFP is DEN ED

Rudd’ s appeal is DI SM SSED. Should Rudd wi sh to reinstate
hi s appeal, he has 15 days fromthe date of this opinion to pay
the full appellate filing fee of $105 to the clerk of the
district court.

MOTI ON DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED



