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

No. 94-20722
Conf er ence Cal endar

ANCGELO NAPOLEON ANSLEY ET AL.
Plaintiffs,
ANCGELO NAPOLEON ANSLEY,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

CHARLES T. TERREL ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

R IR b b Sk Sk Sk S Sk S S Rk Sk S S b b Rk S Sk S

ALBERT ARANDA ET AL.,
Plaintiffs,
ANCELO NAPOLEON ANSLEY,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
JAMES A. LYNAUCH ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-H 89-277 c/w 90-1977
(March 23, 1995)
Bef ore GARWOOD, BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
The district court |acked authority to all ow Angel o Napol eon

Ansley to file an out-of-tine appeal over one year after entry of

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that this opinion should not be published.
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judgnent. Feb. R App. P. 4 (a)(5) and (6). Therefore, it did
not err by denying his notions for such an appeal.

Ansl ey's notion to appeal in forma pauperis is DEN ED

because the appeal does not present a nonfrivolous issue. Howard
v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983). Because the
appeal is frivolous, it is DISMSSED. 5th Cr. R 42. 2.



