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

No. 02-30364
Conf er ence Cal endar

KARSTON KEELEN,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
BURL CAI N,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CV-332-D

Cct ober 29, 2002
Bef ore DeMOSS, BENAVI DES, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Karston Keel en (“Keelen”), Louisiana state prisoner #125690,
filed a 42 U . S.C. § 1983 conplaint alleging that he was deni ed
protective custody. Keelen filed this interlocutory appeal from
the denial of his notion for a tenporary restraining order
(“TRO') and prelimnary injunction. This court |acks
jurisdiction over the denial of an application for a TRO See

Faul der v. Johnson, 178 F.3d 741, 742 (5th Gr. 1999). However,

the denial of a notion for a prelimnary injunction is an

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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i mredi ately appeal able interlocutory order. See 28 U S.C
8§ 1292(a)(1). This court wll not address Keelen’s appeal from
the denial of his notion for the appointnent of counsel because
this court previously dism ssed Keel en’s appeal .

The district court did not abuse its discretion in denying a
prelimnary injunction because Keelen has failed to denonstrate a
substantial likelihood that he will prevail on the nerits of his

clains. See Farner v. Brennan, 511 U S. 825, 837 (1994); Wnen's

Med. Cir. v. Bell, 248 F.3d 411, 419 n.15 (5th Cr. 2001).

Accordingly, the appeal fromthe district court’s denial of
a TROis DI SM SSED FOR LACK OF JURI SDI CTI ON. The district

court’s denial of injunctive relief is AFFI RVED



