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

No. 96-40433
Summary Cal endar

LEE CHARLES HAM LTOCN,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

BOW E COUNTY CORRECTI ONAL CENTER
et al.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 5:93-CV-146
Sept enber 24, 1997
Before JOLLY, BENAVI DES and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Texas prisoner Lee Charles Ham Iton, no. 621844, seeks |eave

to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) in this appeal fromthe

district court’s final judgnent for the defendants in his civil
ri ghts conpl aint.

This court previously remanded the case to allow Hamlton to
file in the district court a notion for |eave to proceed in form

pauperis (I FP) that contained the necessary financial information

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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required by the Prison Litigation Reform Act of 1995 (PLRA) for
the district court to ascertain Hamlton’s pauper status. The
district court issued additional orders requesting fromHam |ton
an | FP notion acconpani ed by the required financial information.
Ham I ton failed to file an IFP notion in the district court and
has not given the district court or this court any indication of
his desire to continue on appeal in this case. Accordingly,
Ham lton’s notion for |eave to proceed | FP on appeal, which he
filed prior to the remand, is DENIED, and his appeal is D SM SSED
for want of prosecution. See 5th CGr. R 42.3. Should Ham Iton
wish to reinstate his appeal, he is instructed to pay the $105
filing fee to the clerk of the district court wthin thirty days
fromthe date of this order.

Ham lton’s notion for a transcript at Governnent expense is
DENI ED as noot .

MOTI ONS DENI ED. APPEAL DI SM SSED



