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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 9:99-Cv-122

Before KING Chief Judge, and JOLLY and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jerry Don King, Texas prisoner no. 596933, noves this court
for the provision of transcripts at governnment expense and for a
restraining order pending appeal. King' s notice of appeal is
effective only as to the denial of post-trial notions filed under
FED. R CQv. P. 60(b). King has shown no particularized need for
transcripts at governnent expense because no reference to the

transcripts is needed to determ ne that King does not advance any

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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argunent relative to the denial of those notions. See Harvey v.

Andrist, 754 F.2d 569, 571 (5th Cr. 1985). The notion for
transcripts i s DEN ED

King’s notion for a restraining order pending appeal is also
DENI ED. Feb. R App. P. 8.

King has not tinely appealed the dism ssal of his underlying
42 U.S.C. § 1983 action, and he advances no argunent relative to
the denial of his post-trial notions. King' s appeal is wthout

arguable nerit and is therefore frivolous. See Howard v. King,

707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th Gr. 1983). Because the appeal is
frivolous, it is DISM SSED. See 5THCR R 42.2.

ALL MOTI ONS DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED



