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

No. 92-1555
Conf er ence Cal endar

DONALD W LLI S,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
CARCOL B. M COY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:92-CV-344A
My 7, 1993
Bef ore REAVLEY, KING and DAVIS, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Donald Wllis filed a suit in federal court claimng that
Carol B. McCoy was subjecting himto malicious |ibel and sl ander.
WIllis gave no specifics concerning the allegations, but did seek
relief in the anmbunt of $500,000. The district court, sua
sponte, dismssed the suit wthout prejudice for failure to
all ege federal question jurisdiction under 28 U S.C. § 1331 or
diversity jurisdiction under 28 U S.C. 8§ 1332. WIllis filed a

noti ce of appeal on June 15, 1992, and sought |eave to proceed in

forma pauperis (I FP) on August 6, 1992. The district court

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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denied the | FP notion, finding that WIllis had sufficient funds
to pay the filing fee.
There is nothing in either the record or WIlis's brief to
even suggest that the district court erred in dismssing the
lawsuit for lack of jurisdiction. As a result, this appeal has

no arguable nmerit and is frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d

215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983). Under Fifth Grcuit Local Rule 42.2
the Court may dism ss any appeal that is frivolous and entirely

W thout nmerit. As such, all outstanding notions are denied and
the appeal is dism ssed.

MOTI ONS DENI ED;, APPEAL DI SM SSED



