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

No. 98-31101
Conf er ence Cal endar

JUVENTI NO MUNQZ,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
LORETTA WHYTE, Cderk, U S. District Court, Eastern District of
Loui si ana; CHARLES R FULBRUGE, 111, Cerk, U S. Court of
Appeals, Fifth Grcuit,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 96- CV-2309-K

August 27, 1999
Before KING Chief Judge, and JOLLY and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Juventino Munoz (Louisiana prisoner # 352797) has filed a

nmotion for perm ssion to appeal, in forma pauperis (IFP), the

district court’s order dismssing as frivolous his conpl ai nt
al l eging violations of the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt

Organi zations Act (RICO, 18 U S.C. § 1962.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Muinoz is BARRED by 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g) from proceeding | FP

because, on at | east three prior occasions while incarcerated, he

has brought an action or appeal in a United States Court that was
di sm ssed for frivolousness, for naliciousness, or for failure to
state a claimfor which relief could be granted and because he
has not established that he is under imm nent danger of serious

physical injury. See Adepegba v. Hammons, 103 F. 3d 383, 387 (5th

Cr. 1996); Minoz v. Janbon, 94-CV-4192-J (E.D. La.; Feb. 10,

1995), aff’d, No. 95-31304 (5th Gr.; Aug. 21, 1996); Minoz v.
Si none, CA-95-2559-L (E.D. La.; Cct. 30, 1995), aff’d, No. 95-
31143 (5th CGr.; Aug. 20, 1996); Minoz v. @Grrison, 95-CV-1691

(MD. La.; Jan. 28, 1997).

Accordingly, Minoz’s notion for IFP is DEN ED and hi s appeal
is DISM SSED. Should he wish to reinstate his appeal, Minoz has
15 days fromthe date of this opinion to pay the full appellate
filing fee of $105 to the clerk of the district court.

| FP DENI ED. APPEAL DI SM SSED



