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

No. 95-30472
Summary Cal endar

JOSEPH C. JONES, d/b/a
MAKEDWDE PUBL’ G

CO.; RON PUBL' G

CO.; RI C RECORDS,

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,

JOSEPH S. RUFFINO, JR. ,
Movant - Appel | ant,

ver sus

ALVI N LEE JOHNSQON, SR,
ET AL.,
Def endant s,

and

PAUL M LEE, SR ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

DALVA ONE STOP RECORDS & TAPES,
Movant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. CA-91-879-B

) March 27, 1997
Before SM TH, DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Appel I ant Joseph C. Jones d/ b/a Makedwde Publishing Co., Ron

Publ i shing Co., and Ric Records argues that the district court

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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erred in granting the defendants’ notions for summary judgnent
and in denying Jones’ notion for reconsideration.

We have reviewed the record, including the several orders
i ssued by the district court and the briefs of the parties, and
find that Jones has failed to raise an issue of arguable nerit on
appeal. Therefore, the appeal is DISM SSED as frivol ous. See
5th Gr. R 42.2.

| T IS ORDERED t hat Jones’ notion to strike the appellees’
brief and his request for the inposition of sanctions against the
def endant s are DEN ED.

| T IS ORDERED that the notion of the defendants for the
i nposition of sanctions and costs is GRANTED. The matter is
REMANDED to the district court for the determ nation of the
anount of sanctions to be inposed. Counsel for the noving
defendants are to submt affidavits to the district court stating
the time expended in defending the appeal and the notion to
strike their brief and a statenent of the fees charged to their
clients.

Appel I ant Joseph Ruffino, Jr., failed to sign the notice of
appeal. Therefore, his appeal is DI SM SSED for |ack of

jurisdiction. See Smth v. Wite, 857 F.2d 1042, 1043 (5th Cr

1988) .

APPEAL DI SM SSED. REMANDED



