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

No. 97-10029
Conf er ence Cal endar

NOBLE W H. ANDREWS, JR
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

M KE JONES, B. TUCKER, and
R MOORI NG

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 2: 94- CV- 232

August 15, 1997
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DUHE, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Nobl e WH. Andrews, Jr., prisoner # 340973, appeals the
di sm ssal of his 8 1983 conplaint as frivol ous pursuant to 28
US C 8§ 1915. Andrews’ conplaint |acks an arguable basis in

law, the facts alleged cannot establish deliberate indifference

to his serious nedi cal needs. See Wlson v. Seiter, 501 U S.

294, 303 (1991); Eason v. Thaler, 14 F.3d 8, 9 (5th Cr. 1994).

Pursuant to 5THCGQR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5THGQR R
47.5. 4.
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This appeal is frivolous and is therefore DISM SSED. See Howard

v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th GCr. 1983); 5th Cr. R 42.2.
Andrews’ notion for appoi ntnent of counsel is DENIED. See

Uner v. Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 212-13 (5th Gr. 1982). His

“Request to Enter Default Judgenent and Affidavit of the Anpunt
Due” is frivolous and i s DEN ED.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; MOTI ONS DEN! ED.



