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

No. 92-5239
Conf er ence Cal endar

TERRANCE R. SPELLMON
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JAMVES 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. 9:90-CV-87
(Decenber 14, 1993)
Bef ore GARWOOD, JOLLY, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Terrance Spellnon agreed to dismss this 42 U S.C. § 1983
suit as part of a settlenent agreenent in another civil rights
| awsuit, al so against the instant defendant, Janmes A. Lynaugh,
Director of the Texas Departnment of Crimnal Justice. Although
the State honored its part of the agreenent, Spellnon did not
dismss this suit.

The enforcenent of the settlenent agreenent by di sm ssing

this suit was within the i nherent power of 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that this opinion should not be published.
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Seattle-First Nat. Bank v. Manges, 900 F.2d 795, 800 (5th Cr

1990). This case is not the proper forumfor Spellnon to
chal l enge the validity of the settlenent. That should be done in

the suit in which the settlenent was entered and approved. See

Stipelcovich v. Sand Dollar Marine, Inc., 805 F.2d 599, 605 (5th
Cir. 1986). Spellnon has shown no reason why the Court should
allow himto use this lawsuit as a forumto challenge the
settl enment agreenent.

This lawsuit is noot because the adoption of the settl enent
agreenent ended the dispute between Spell non and t he def endants.

Matter of Talbott Big Foot, Inc., 924 F.2d 85, 87 (5th Gr

1991). As there is no longer a justiciable dispute between the
parties to this appeal, the Court |acks jurisdiction to entertain

the appeal. 1d. Accordingly, the appeal is D SM SSED



