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

No. 98-20430
Conf er ence Cal endar

M R M KKI LI NENI

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
THE CI TY OF HOUSTON;, THE UNI TED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, Cccupational Safety and Heal th
Adm ni stration; JUAN PADRON, HAROLD DARK; JOHN LAWSON;
ROBI N HORNI NG DENI S LLOYD; RUSSELL MAI ;
PHI LI P BARNARD; GARY ORADAT,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CV-94-H 3552
February 10, 1999
Bef ore BARKSDALE and EM LIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM **
MR M Kkkilineni, proceeding pro se, requests |leave to

proceed on appeal in forma pauperis (IFP) fromthe di sm ssal of
his notion filed pursuant to Fed. R Cv. P. 60(b)(6). A novant

for IFP on appeal nust show that he is a pauper and that he wll

present a nonfrivol ous issue on appeal. See Carson v. Poll ey,

“This matter is being decided by a quorum 28 U S.C. §
46(d).

Pursuant to 5THGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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689 F.2d 562, 586 (5th Gr. 1982). Mkkilineni has not explained
the issues that he intends to rai se on appeal and thus, has not
made the required showi ng that he will present a nonfrivol ous
i ssue on appeal. See Carson, 689 F.2d at 586. Accordingly, the
nmotion for |eave to proceed on appeal |FP is DEN ED

Furthernmore, MKkilineni may not obtain an appeal of the
final judgnment by appealing fromthe denial of a successive Fed.
R Cv. P. 60(b) notion. See Burnside v. Eastern Airlines, Inc.,
519 F.2d 1127, 1128 (5th Cr. 1975).

M kkilineni’s appeal is DISM SSED as frivol ous. MKKkilinen
is warned that future frivol ous appeals will invite the
i nposition of sanctions. MKKkilineni should review any pendi ng
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise frivol ous argunents.

| FP MOTI ON DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS; SANCTI ON
WARNI NG | SSUED.



