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DARRELL J. HARPER,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
CI TY OF HOUSTON,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:04-CV-3079

Bef ore W ENER, BENAVIDES, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Darrell J. Harper filed a civil conplaint against the Cty
of Houston for $10, 000,000, alleging unspecified “raci al
profiling” and “corruption.” The district court dism ssed his
conpl ai nt because it violated an injunction entered Decenber 23,
2002. Harper has filed a notion in this court seeking | eave to
proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) on appeal.

Harper’s financial affidavit establishes that he is unable

to pay the costs of his appeal w thout undue hardship or

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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deprivation of life's necessities. See Adkins v. E.I. Du Pont

de Nemoburs & Co., 335 U. S. 331, 339 (1948). However, Harper does

not address the reason for the district court’s dism ssal of his
conpl aint, and Harper has failed to establish a nonfrivol ous

ground for appeal. See Carson v. Polley, 689 F.2d 562, 586 (5th

Cr. 1982); 28 U.S.C. §8 1915(a)(3). H s IFP notion is DEN ED
As the appeal contains no nonfrivolous issues, it is DI SM SSED

Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th Gr. 1983); 5TH QR

R 42.2. Harper is warned that any future frivolous filings wll
subject himto sanctions.

MOTI ON DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED



