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

No. 92-4713
Conf er ence Cal endar

JEFFREY DEVWAYNE NO EL,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
J. A LYNAUGH, ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 9:91cv1il
(January 22, 1993)
Before GARWODOD, SMTH, and EMLIO M GARZA, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Jeffrey Dewayne Noi el appeals the denial of his "notion for
relief fromjudgnent"” under Fed. R Cv. P. 60(b)(4). The
district court determned that Noiel's underlying civil rights

claimwas frivolous and dism ssed the action. W affirned the

judgnent of the district court in Noiel v. Lynaugh, No. 91-4299
(5th Gr. Cet. 9, 1991) (unpublished) and di sm ssed the appeal.
Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is not void. See

Carim Vv. Royal Carribean Cruise Line, Inc., 959 F.2d 1344, 1345

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that this opinion should not be published.



No. 92-4713
-2-
(5th Gir. 1992).

AFFI RMED. Because the appeal |acks nerit, the notions for
an extension of tine to file an anended brief, for appoi ntnent of
counsel to prepare the anended brief, and for a determ nation
that the named state officials are not immune froma suit for

damages are DEN ED.



