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PER CURIAM:*

John T. Espinoza has filed a motion for leave to proceed in

forma pauperis (“IFP”) on appeal following the district court’s

order dismissing his civil action for failure to comply with a

court order requiring him to file an amended complaint.  By

moving for leave to proceed IFP, Espinoza is challenging the

district court’s certification that IFP should not be granted on

appeal because his appeal is not taken in good faith.  See Baugh

v. Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 202 (5th Cir. 1997). 
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Espinoza has not made a meritorious challenge to the

district court’s denial of IFP and has not shown that he will

raise a nonfrivolous issue on appeal.  See 28 U.S.C.

§ 1915(a)(3).  Espinoza’s request for IFP status is DENIED, and

his appeal is DISMISSED as frivolous.  See Baugh, 117 F.3d at 202

& n.24; 5TH CIR. R. 42.2.  All of Espinoza’s other outstanding

motions are likewise DENIED.  

Espinoza is also cautioned that any additional frivolous

appeals filed by him will invite the imposition of sanctions.  To

avoid sanctions, Espinoza should review any newly filed appeals

to ensure that they are not frivolous. 

IFP MOTION AND ALL OTHER OUTSTANDING MOTIONS DENIED.  APPEAL

DISMISSED.  SANCTIONS WARNING GIVEN.


