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

No. 94-10843
Summary Cal endar

RAY EUGENE FI ELDS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

JAMES DUVALL ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 2:92-CV-124
) (February 3, 1995)
Bef ore DUHE, W ENER and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
| T IS ORDERED t hat Ray Eugene Fields's notion for |eave to
proceed in forma pauperis is DENl ED, because his appeal |acks

arguable nerit and is therefore frivolous. See Howard v. King,

707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983). |In ruling on the notion,
this Court has examned it and Fields's brief in the |ight nobst
favorable to himand has reviewed the record for any basis to
support granting himrelief on appeal. Because we have concl uded
on this review that the appeal is frivolous, IT IS FURTHER
ORDERED t hat the appeal is DISMSSED. See 5th CGr. R 42. 2.

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that this opinion should not be published.
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There is no arguable nerit to Fields's contentions that the
district court should have granted his notion for judgnent as a
matter of law or his notion for a newtrial and that there was
reversible error in the district court's instructions to the
jury.

| T IS FURTHER ORDERED that Fields's request for the
preparation of transcripts at governnment expense is DEN ED

| T IS FURTHER ORDERED that Fields's application for the

appoi nt nent of counsel is DEN ED



