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LAKElI TH AM R- SHARI F,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
DALLAS COUNTY TEXAS; LUPE VALDEZ, Dallas County Sheriff;
PARKLAND MEMORI AL HOSPI TAL, Board of Directors:; SUSAN
PHI LLI PS, Vice President, Parkland Menorial Hospital/Jail
Health Care Coordi nator; DR STEVEN BONERS, Jail Medi cal
Director; UN VERSITY OF TEXAS MEDI CAL BRANCH, Jail Health
Care Provider; KENNETH MAYFI ELD, Dal |l as Conmm ssi oner; EDGAR
L. MCM LLI AN, JR.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:06-CV-143

Before JOLLY, DENNI'S, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Lakeith Amr-Sharif filed the instant 8§ 1983 suit to seek
redress for acts that occurred while he was incarcerated. Amr-
Sharif filed notions for a tenporary restraining order (TRO and
prelimnary injunction requesting that the district court order
the defendants to cease tanpering with his mail, permt himto

receive publications in the mail, and permt himto access the

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



No. 06- 10563
-2

law library. The district court denied the notions and deni ed
his request to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) in this
interlocutory appeal. Amr-Sharif now noves this court for
aut hori zation to proceed | FP on appeal. He also requests
appoi nted counsel .

We | ack jurisdiction to consider Amr-Sharif’s challenge to

the denial of his requests for a TRO See Faulder v. Johnson

178 F. 3d 741, 742 (5th G r. 1999). Consequently, Amr-Sharif’s

appeal is DI SM SSED FOR WANT OF JURI SDICTION to the extent that

he appeals the district court’s denial of his requests for a TRO.
Amir-Sharif’s requests for a prelimnary injunction have

been nooted by his release fromprison. See Hernan v. Holiday,

238 F. 3d 660, 665 (5th Cr. 2001). This appeal is DI SM SSED AS
MOOT to the extent that Amr-Sharif appeals the district court’s
denial of his requests for a prelimnary injunction. Al

out st andi ng noti ons are DEN ED



