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

No. 94-41289
Conf er ence Cal endar

GERALD AHEARN ET AL.,

Plaintiffs,
ver sus

FI BREBOARD CCORPORATI ON, ET AL.

Def endant s- Appel | ees,
ver sus

WALI  MUHAMVED,
Movant - Appel | ant.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas

USDC No. 6:93 CV 526
June 28, 1995

Before JONES, WENER, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Wal i Muhammed was not entitled to intervene in this suit as
of right nor did the district court clearly abuse its discretion
by denyi ng Muhammed' s notion for perm ssive intervention because
Muhamred nade no showi ng that his interests were not adequately

protected. Kneeland v. National Collegiate Athletic Ass'n, 806

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that this opinion should not be published.
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F.2d 1285, 1289, (5th Cir.) cert. denied, 484 U S. 817 (1987)

(citation omtted). As the denial of Mihammed's notion for
perm ssive intervention was within the discretion of the district

court, this court lacks jurisdiction over Muhammed' s appeal .

Wolen v. Surtran Taxicabs, Inc., 684 F.2d 324, 331 (5th Cr

1982). Therefore, Muhammed's notion to proceed in fornma pauperis

is DENIED and the appeal is D SM SSED



