
     *  Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limited circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR.
R. 47.5.4.
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Before JONES, SMITH, and DUHÉ, Circuit Judges. 
PER CURIAM:*

Keith Russell Judd, federal prisoner # 11593-051, has filed
this interlocutory appeal in a civil rights lawsuit which has
since been dismissed by the district court for failure to state a
claim for relief.  Judd moves this court to appeal in forma
pauperis (IFP), for immediate release from custody, to expedite 
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his appeal, and to consolidate this appeal with appeal No. 98-
51135.  The motions for IFP, immediate release, and to expedite
the appeal are DENIED and the motion to consolidate the appeal is
DENIED AS MOOT.

Our review of the record reveals that Judd’s appeal is
without arguable merit and, thus, frivolous.  Howard v. King, 707
F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cir. 1983).  Accordingly, the appeal is
DISMISSED.  5TH CIR. R. 42.2. 

The dismissal of this appeal as frivolous counts as a strike
for purposes of 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g).  Two other appeals filed by
Judd have been dismissed as frivolous by this court.  Judd v.
University of New Mexico, No. 97-50242 (5th Cir. Dec. 9, 1997);
Judd v. United States District Court, No. 98-51119 (5th Cir. Apr.
15, 1999).  Judd may no longer proceed IFP in any civil action or
appeal filed while he is in prison unless he is under imminent
danger of serious physical injury.  See § 1915(g); Adepegba v.
Hammons, 103 F.3d 383, 388 (5th Cir. 1996).

MOTIONS FOR IFP, IMMEDIATE RELEASE, AND EXPEDITED APPEAL
DENIED; MOTION TO CONSOLIDATE DENIED AS MOOT; APPEAL DISMISSED;
APPELLANT BARRED.  See 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g).


