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

No. 95-50334
Summary Cal endar

RCODCOLFO RI VERA MUNCZ,

Appel | ant,
NEPHTALI DE LEON,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

SAN ANTONI O | NDEPENDENT SCHOOL DI STRI CT;

VI CTOR RODRI GUEZ, Dr., In H's Individua

and O ficial Capacity As Superintendent of

The San Antoni o | ndependent School District;
MARY ESTHER BERNAL, |n Her |ndividual and

O ficial Capacity As Director of Arts and
Languages; RAQUEL BEECHNER, |In Her | ndividual
and O ficial Capacity As Curricul um Speci ali st;
THE TEXAS COW SSI ONER OF EDUCATI ON

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-94-CVv-178
(August 22, 1995)
Bef ore GARWOOD, STEWART, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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| T IS ORDERED that Nephtali De Leon's and Attorney Rodol fo
Munoz's applications for |leave to proceed in fornma pauperis are
DENI ED, because their appeals |ack arguable nerit and are
therefore frivolous. Despite the appellants' assertions
regarding "a formal policy of genocide against the Anerican
Aborigine by the European Inmgrants,” the appellants have fail ed
to show a nonfrivol ous appellate issue regarding the district

court's disposition of De Leon's clains regarding his enpl oynent

or the district court's inposition of sanctions. See MAfee v.

5th Grcuit Judges, 884 F.2d 221, 222 (5th Cr. 1989), cert.

deni ed, 493 U. S. 1083 (1990). Because the appeals are frivol ous,
| T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat the appeals are dism ssed. See 5th
Cr. R 42.2; Van Ceave v. United States, 854 F.2d 82, 85 (5th

Cir. 1988).
| T 1S FURTHER ORDERED t hat De Leon's and Munoz's
applications for preparation of the trial transcript at

gover nnent expense are DEN ED



