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Plaintiff-appellant Roy Lee Pippin is scheduled to be
executed by the State of Texas on March 29, 2007.

Pi ppi n was convi cted of nurdering nore than one person
during the sane crimnal transaction and nurdering one of the

victins during the course of a kidnapping. Pippin was sentenced

Pursuant to 5" QR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5" QR R 47.5. 4.
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to death. The Texas Court of Crimnal Appeals affirnmed his

conviction and sentence. Pippin v. State, No. 72,252 (Tex. Cim

App. May 21, 1997). Pippin unsuccessfully petitioned for state

and federal habeas corpus relief. See generally Pippin v.

Dretke, 434 F.3d 782 (5th G r. 2005), cert denied, 127 S. . 351

(2006) .

Pi ppin, acting pro se, filed an action in district court on
March 23, 2007, challenging the conbination of drugs used by the
State of Texas to admnister lethal injections. Pippin asserted
that the drugs may paral yze but not produce unconsci ousness,
constituting cruel and unusual punishnent. The district court
di sm ssed Pippin's conplaint for failure to state a cl ai mupon
which relief can be granted, holding that Pippin was dilatory in
raising his challenge to the drug conbi nation used. Pippin v.

Quarternman, No. HO07-0982 (S.D. Tex. Mar. 26, 2007). W affirm

the district court’s final judgnment entered March 26, 2007, for
essentially the reasons given in its Menorandum and Order. See

Harris v. Johnson, 376 F.3d 414 (5th Cr. 2004).

AFFI RMED. Pippin’s notion for a stay of execution is

DENI ED. The nandate shall issue forthwith



