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

No. 98-20241
Summary Cal endar

JULES J. WALTER,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
PARSONS CONSTRUCTI ON SERVI CES, | NC,
CNA | NSURANCE COVPANY; MA | LAHI, NMD;
TONY SAPPI NGTON, D. C.; TRANSPORTATI ON
| NSURANCE COMPANY, al so known as CNA
| nsurance Conpany; CONTI NENTAL CASUALTY
COMPANY, al so known as CNA | nsurance
Conpany,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 97-CV-120
Novenber 23, 1998

Before DAVIS, DUHE , and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jules J. Walter has filed a notion to proceed in forma
pauperis (IFP) in the appeal of the dism ssal of his enpl oynent
discrimnation suit. Hs notion is construed as a challenge to
the district court’s certification pursuant to Fed. R App. P

24(a) that Walter’s appeal was not taken in good faith. See
Baugh v. Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 201-02 (5th Gr. 1997). Because

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Wal ter does not raise any nonfrivol ous appellate issue, his

nmotion to proceed |IFP on appeal is DENNED. Carson v. Polley, 689

F.2d 562, 586 (5th Gr. 1982). Wilter’s notions for the
appoi ntment of counsel and for the “docket renoval” of the
attorney of record for CNA are DEN ED as noot.

Appellee Ilahi’s notion to dism ss and for danages pursuant
to Fed. R App. P. 38 is GRANTED. Walter is ORDERED to pay
doubl e costs of the appeal to Appellee Ilahi. Further it is
ORDERED that Walter’s handwitten pl eadi ngs, which are not
al | oned under the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, be

STRI CKEN



