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

No. 98-31220
Summary Cal endar

LARRY E. CLARK; ET AL,
Plaintiffs,
LARRY E. CLARK,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
STATE OF LOUI SI ANA, on behal f of Louisiana Departnent of
Transportation and Devel opnent; CHARLES E. SO LEAU, BERTRAND &
SO LEAU;, FRANK DENTON; M KE FOSTER; CADDO PARI SH COWM SSI ON;, POLI CE
JURY OF CADDO PARI SH;, MANGHAM & DAVI S; W LLI AM SUSSMAN,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 98- CV-1753

June 11, 1999
Before DAVIS, DUHE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !
Pro se litigant Larry Cark requests this court’s perm ssion

to appeal in forma pauperis in this case, which was recently

renmoved fromstate court. This court |acks appellate jurisdiction
because the record shows that no federal judgnent has been entered

in the case. 28 U.S.C. 88 1291, 1292.

! Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has detern 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



“I'f upon the hearing of any interlocutory notion . . . it
shal | appear to the Court that the appeal is frivolous and entirely
W thout nerit, the appeal will be dismssed.” 5THCR R 42. 2.

As no judgnent appealable to this court has been entered in
this case, we conclude that the appeal |acks arguable |legal nerit.
Clark’s notion to proceed | FP on appeal is DEN ED and t he appeal is
DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS. 5TH QR R 42.2. W caution dark that
any additional appeals filed by himor on his behalf will invite
the inposition of sanctions. To avoid sanctions, Cdark should
review any pending appeals to ensure that they do not raise
argunents that are frivol ous.

MOTI ON FOR | FP DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS; SANCTI ON
WARNI NG | SSUED.



