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

No. 95-40595
Conf er ence Cal endar

CREGORY W LCOX,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
CASI ANO, O ficer

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas

USDC No. G 92-CV-376

(Cct ober 19, 1995)
Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, and REAVLEY and SMTH, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Gregory Wl cox has noved for | eave to proceed in form

pauperis (I FP) on appeal. W]Icox nust show that he wll present

a nonfrivol ous issue on appeal. Jackson v. Dallas Police Dep't,

811 F.2d 260, 261 (5th GCr. 1986). WIlcox's bare assertion that
hi s appeal involves an Ei ghth Anendnent argunent is insufficient

to identify a nonfrivol ous appellate issue. Brinknmann v. Abner,

813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Gir. 1987); see FED. R App. P. 28(a)(6).

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that this opinion should not be published.
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H's claimof ineffective counsel at his civil trial is frivol ous.
The Sixth Anendnment right to effective assistance of counsel does

not apply in civil litigation. Sanchez v. U S. Postal Serv., 785

F.2d 1236, 1237 (5th Cr. 1986).

Wl cox's notion to appeal IFP is DEN ED and t he appeal,
which is frivolous, is DISMSSED. 5th CGr. R 42.2. W caution
Wl cox that any additional frivol ous appeals filed by himor on
his behalf will invite the inposition of sanctions. To avoid
sanctions, Wlcox is further cautioned to review any pendi ng
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise argunents that are
frivol ous because they have been previously decided by this

court.



