IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 94-20265
Conf er ence Cal endar

WOCDY ROBI NSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
JAMES A. LYNAUGH
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-H 90-972
(Sept enber 21, 1994)
Before KING SM TH, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Wbody Robi nson's notion to proceed in fornma pauperis (IFP)

on appeal of the dismssal of his civil rights suit is DEN ED
because the appeal does not present a nonfrivol ous | egal issue.
Jackson v. Dallas Police Dep't, 811 F.2d 260, 261 (5th Gr.
1986) .

Robi nson's al |l egations of ineffective counsel are frivol ous.
He has not shown that the district court abused its discretion by
entering summary judgnment prematurely or that the entry of

summary judgnent was i nappropriate. See International Shortstop,

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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Inc. v. Rally's, Inc., 939 F.2d 1257, 1267 (5th Cr. 1991), cert.

denied, 112 S. C. 936 (1992); Farner v. Brennan, u. S.

114 S. C. 1970, 1979, 128 L. Ed. 2d 811 (1994).

The appeal, which is frivolous, is DOSMSSED. 5th Gr.
R 42.2.



