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

No. 95-31314
Conf er ence Cal endar

M CHAEL W BURGE

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

RI CHARD L. STALDER, Secretary, ET AL.,
Def endant s,
Rl CHARD PEABCDY, Associ ate Warden, ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 92-CV-799

) April 19, 1996
Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chael W Burge seeks in forma pauperis (IFP) status to

appeal the district court's dismssal of his civil rights
conplaint. Burge argues that the district court abused its
di scretion by entering sunmary judgnent for the defendants
w t hout allowi ng Burge to conduct discovery.

Burge has failed to identify any error in the district

court's dismssal of his suit. See Burge v. Stalder, CA No. 92-

799-B-M2 (M D. La. Sept. 20, 1995 and July 21, 1995). Having

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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reviewed the record and the relevant | aw, we DENY the notion for
| FP because this appeal does not involve |egal points arguable on

their nerits. Jackson v. Dallas Police Dep't, 811 F.2d 260, 261

(5th Gr. 1986). Thus, the appeal is frivolous and subject to
dismssal. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr

1983); 5th CGr. R 42.2. W caution Burge that any additiona
frivol ous appeals filed by himw Il invite the inposition of
sanctions. To avoid sanctions, Burge is further cautioned to
review any pendi ng appeals to ensure that they do not raise
argunents that are frivol ous because they have been previously
deci ded by this court.

APPEAL DI SM SSED.  SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED



