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

No. 94-20392
Summary Cal endar

LUTHER YOUNG JR. ,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

JAMES E. COCK; HARCLD D.
BELL; STEPHEN KELLEY,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-H 92-695

May 3, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, W ENER and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Lut her Young, Jr., appeals fromthe district court's
dismssal of his civil rights conplaint as frivol ous pursuant to

28 U.S.C. 8 1915(d). Young has filed with this court a request

to proceed in fornma pauperis (IFP) on appeal. Young argues that

he was ordered to turn out for work without his prescription

shoes, thus causing himpain; that the evidence was insufficient

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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to support his disciplinary convictions; that he was retaliated
against for filing adm nistrative grievances; that he was denied
access to legal materials; and that he should have been given an
opportunity to anend his conplaint. After a review of the
record, we conclude that Young has not denonstrated that he wll
present a nonfrivol ous issue on appeal. Accordingly, Young's
nmotion to proceed | FP on appeal is DEN ED and the appeal is

DI SM SSED. See Carson v. Polley, 689 F.2d 562, 586 (5th Cr.

1982); 5th Gr. R 42. 2.

| FP DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED.



