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

No. 95-50687
Summary Cal endar

TERRY L. WASHI NGTON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
WAYNE SCOTT, DI RECTOR, TEXAS
DEPARTMENT OF CRI M NAL JUSTI CE
| NSTI TUTI ONAL DI VI SI ON

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W95-CvV-181
January 17, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, JONES, and EMLIO M GARZA, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

This case is here on a notion to proceed in fornma pauperis

on appeal. This Court may authorize Washington to proceed | FP on
appeal if he is unable to pay the costs of the appeal and the
appeal is taken in good faith, i.e., the appeal presents

nonfrivol ous issues. 28 U S.C. § 1915(a); Holnes v. Hardy, 852

F.2d 151, 153 (5th Gir.), cert. denied, 488 U S. 931 (1988).

Washi ngton chal |l enges two recent policy directives affecting

good tinme and classification review, arguing that he has a

Pur suant Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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liberty interest in his right to earn good tinme and recei ve good
time credits. He also appeals the district court's taxation of
costs and issuance of a preclusion order preventing himfrom
filing further civil pleadings until the costs are paid.

We have reviewed the record and conclude that according to
his all egations, Washington has all eged no personal injury to him
fromthe application of these new policies and thus does not have
standing to challenge them Wth regard to the costs and
precl usion order, we have reviewed the record and the district
court's opinion and find no issue of arguable nerit.

Accordingly, we DENY |IFP and DI SM SS THE APPEAL AS FRI VOLOUS.
See 5th Gr. R 42. 2.



