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

No. 02-51093
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
vVer sus
CREGORY ALLEN LI NI NGHAM

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W93-CR-83-1

February 19, 2003
Before WENER, EMLIO M GARZA, and CLEMENT, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *
Gregory Allen Liningham a federal prisoner (# 60684-080),

has filed a notion requesting | eave to appeal in fornma pauperis

(“IFP") following the district court’s order striking his
pro se postconviction notion, his fourth such notion, fromthe
record as frivolous and inproperly filed. This court may
aut hori ze Lininghamto proceed |IFP on appeal only if he is
economcally eligible and his appeal is not frivolous. Jackson

v. Dallas Police Dep’t, 811 F.2d 260, 261 (5th Cr. 1986). 1In

his | atest postconviction action, a transparent effort to avoid

28 U.S.C. 8§ 2255"s prohibitions against untinmely and successive

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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nmotions to vacate, Liningham asserts that various federa
officials fraudulently prosecuted and convicted himin 1993 in
order to punish himfor failing to pay tax penalties to the

I nternal Revenue Service. Lininghanis argunents are conpletely
unsupported by any reference to specific facts, and his | atest
post conviction notion is an “unauthori zed” and “neani ngl ess” one

over which the district court |lacked jurisdiction. See United

States v. Early, 27 F.3d 140, 142 (5th Gr. 1994). The appeal is

W t hout arguable nmerit, and we DENY | FP and DI SM SS THE APPEAL AS
FRI VOLOUS. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr

1983); 5THAGR R 42.2.
| FP DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS.



