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M chael Reeves appeals the dism ssal of his civil rights
suit agai nst enpl oyees of the Texas Departnent of |nsurance’s
Di vi sion of Wrker’s Conpensation. The district court dismssed
the suit as frivolous due to Reeves’s failure to pay the court
costs owed in an identical action he previously filed against the
defendants. Reeves fails to brief the basis for the district
court’s dismssal of his suit. He noves this court for |eave to
proceed in forma pauperis (IFP), and the appell ees nove for a

summary affirmance of the district court’s judgnent.

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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The district court certified that the appeal is not taken in
good faith under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(a)(3). Reeves’'s appeal is

W t hout arguable nmerit and is frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707

F.2d 215, 220 (5th Gr. 1983). W deny |IFP and dism ss the

appeal. See Baugh v. Taylor, 119 F.3d 197, 202 n.24 (5th Cr

1997); 5THQAR R 42.2. The appellees’ notion for summary
affirmance i s denied as unnecessary.

We caution Reeves that the use of “disrespectful and
inpertinent references to the trial judge” will not be permtted
in docunents filed wwth this court. Such comments invite the
striking of the docunents in which they are contained. See

Theriault v. Silber, 574 F.2d 197, 197 (5th Cr. 1978).

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



