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PER CURI AM *

Darrell J. Harper noves to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP)
to appeal the denial of IFP in the district court. A novant for
| eave to proceed | FP on appeal nust show that he is a pauper and
that the appeal is taken in good faith, i.e., the appeal presents

nonfrivolous issues. Carson v. Polley, 689 F.2d 562, 586 (5th

Cr. 1982); 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(a)(3).
Har per has been permanently enjoined fromfiling suit in the

Southern District of Texas without first obtaining the witten

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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perm ssion of Judge Lynn Hughes and paying the filing fees for

all of his earlier cases. Harper v. City View, No. 4:02-CV-04126

(S.D. Tex. Dec. 23, 2002) (unpublished). The injunction was
nmotivated by Harper’s history of filing frivolous |lawsuits. See

Har per v. Hughes, No. 4:02-CV-03152 (S.D. Tex. July 22, 2002)

(unpublished). Such sanctions are authorized by the federal
rules. See FeED. R Qv. P. 11(c)(2). Harper’s insistence on
filing lawsuits in the Southern District of Texas in flagrant
disregard of the terns of the injunction supports a determ nation
that the sanction was comensurate with the objected-to conduct.
Har per therefore has failed to show that he will raise any
nonfrivolous issues for appeal. H's IFP notion is therefore

deni ed, and his appeal is dismssed as frivolous. See 5THCR

R 42.2; Baugh v. Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 202 (5th Gr. 1997).

W& have twi ce warned Harper that the filing or prosecution
of frivolous appeals would result in the inposition of sanctions.

Har per v. Beck, No. 04-20782 (5th Gr. Aug. 16, 2005)

(unpublished); Harper v. Cty of Houston, No. 04-20787 (5th Cr
June 21, 2005) (unpublished). In light of yet another frivolous
filing on his part, Harper is ordered to pay sanctions in the
amount of $100, payable to the clerk of this court. The clerk of
this court and the clerks of all federal district courts within
this circuit are directed to refuse to file any civil conplaint
or appeal by Harper unless Harper submts proof of satisfaction

of this sanction. |If Harper attenpts to file any further notices
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of appeal or original proceedings in this court wthout such
proof the clerk wll docket them for adm nistrative purposes
only. Any other subm ssions which do not show proof that the
sanction has been paid will be neither addressed nor

acknowl edged. This sanction is inposed in addition to all other
sanctions currently in force agai nst Harper.

| FP DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON | MPOSED



