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

No. 99-10682
Conf er ence Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
ex rel. WNFRED E. RI CHARDSON

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
E- SYSTEMS, | NC.
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:90-CVv-607-P

Decenber 16, 1999
Before JOLLY, H GE NBOTHAM and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Wnfred R chardson noves for | eave to proceed in form
pauperis (I FP) on appeal, followng the district court’s
certification that Ri chardson’s appeal was taken in bad faith.
The district court dismssed Richardson’s qui tam Fal se C ai ns
Act action for want of jurisdiction because many of Richardson’s

clains were based on publicly disclosed informtion and

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Ri chardson was not the original source of the information. See
31 U.S.C. § 3730(e)(4)(A).

Ri chardson has failed to make any neani ngful factual
all egations or offer any | egal argunent to support his contention
that the district court erred by dismssing his action for |ack
of jurisdiction. He has failed to brief the sole dispositive
i ssue for appeal. Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff
Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987). Because Richardson has
failed to brief the sole relevant issue for appeal, R chardson’s
| FP notion is denied; the certification of bad faith is affirned;
and Ri chardson’ s appeal is dism ssed.

| FP DENI ED; CERTI FI CATI ON AFFI RMED;, APPEAL DI SM SSED.  5TH

GRrR R 42 2.



