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

No. 96-60627
USDC No. 4:95-CV-67-S-A

ROGER ERI C THORSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
HARRI SON COUNTY ET AL.,

Def endant s,
KlI RK FORDI CE; EDDI E LUCAS;
EDWARD HARGETT; M SSI SS| PPI
DEP' T OF CORRECTI ONS; ROGER
COOK: J.J. STREETER,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp

April 7, 1997
Before SMTH, DUHE' and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~
Roger Eric Thorson (M ssissippi prisoner # 08836C), noves
this court for |leave to appeal in forma pauperis (IFP) under the

Prison Litigation Reform Act of 1995 (PLRA) in his appeal from

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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the district court's denial of his notion pursuant to FED. R Q.
P. 60(b)(6). The notion for |eave to proceed |IFP is GRANTED
The PLRA requires a prisoner appealing IFP in a civil action to
pay the full anmpount of the filing fee, $105. As Thorson does not
have funds for imedi ate paynent of this fee, he is assessed a
partial filing fee of 40¢ in accordance with 28 U. S.C.
8§ 1915(b)(1). Follow ng paynent of the partial filing fee, funds
shal | be deducted from Thorson’ prisoner account until the ful
filing fee is paid. Id.

| T IS ORDERED t hat Thorson pay the appropriate filing fee to
the Clerk of the District Court for the Northern District of
M ssissippi. |IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED t hat the agency havi ng
custody of Thorson’s inmate account shall collect the renmainder
of the $105 filing fee and forward for paynment to the O erk of
the District Court for the Northern District of Mssissippi in
accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 1915(b)(2).

Thorson argues that the district court abused its discretion
by denying his Rule 60(b)(6) nmotion. As Thorson's Rule 60(b)(6)
motion did not present the district court with "extraordinary
circunstances" justifying relief, the denial of Thorson's notion
did not rise to the |evel of an abuse of discretion. Governnent
Fin. Servs. One Ltd. Partnership v. Peyton Place, Inc., 62 F.3d

767, 774 (5th Gr. 1995). The decision is AFFI RVED



