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

No. 95-50241
USDC No. WA-91-CV-315

SYNNACHI A Mc QUEEN
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
DAVI D TURNER, CAOIl; GREG L. KLEPPER
O ficer; ROGELI O NAVARRO, CAll, Oficer;
M CHAEL WSEMAN, COIll; DAVID H MCULLOUGH, Lt.;
DENNI S POLK, Sgt.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Texas
~ Novenber 7, 1995

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM DUHE and EMLIO M GARZA, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Synnachia McQueen's notion for |eave to proceed in form
pauperis (I FP) on appeal is DEN ED

McQueen appeals a jury verdict that Correctional Oficers
David Turner and Greg Kl epper did not use excessive force against
himin prison. MQeen contends that the district court erred by

denying his notion in |imne; gave erroneous jury instructions

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that this opinion should not be published.
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regardi ng the Ei ghth Anendnent and the defendants' good-faith
defense; failed to instruct the jury regarding his Fourteenth
Amendnent and state-law clainms; and erred by not admtting into
evidence an internal affairs report. MQeen also contends that
the defendants did not offer a non-discrimnatory reason for
exercising a perenptory strike against the sole remaining black
veni reperson and that the verdict was contrary to the evidence.

We have exam ned McQueen's notion and the record and have
concluded that all of the issues he raises for appeal are
frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th Cr
1983). We have warned McQueen that frivol ous appeal s m ght
result in sanctions. W also have adnoni shed McQueen to review
hi s pendi ng appeals and withdraw any that are frivolous. W
reiterate our adnonition to McQueen and warn himthat any further
frivol ous appeals will result in sanctions.

APPEAL DI SM SSED. See 5TH QR R 42.2.



