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

No. 98-30028
Summary Cal endar

WADE P. JACKSON,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
RI CHARD L. STALDER, Secretary,
Departnent of Public Safety and Corrections,
BURL CAIN, Warden, Louisiana State Penitentiary,
MARI E BO SE; CATHY ROBERTS, P. WELLS,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 96- CV- 7485
Novenber 6, 1998

Before DAVIS, DUHE , and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Wade P. Jackson, Louisiana prisoner No. 113076, has filed
an application for leave to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) on
appeal, following the district court’s dismssal of his civil
rights suit pursuant to 28 U S.C. 88 1915(e) and 1915A, and its
determ nation that an appeal would be frivolous. By noving for

| FP, Jackson is challenging the district court’s determ nation

that | FP should not be granted on appeal because his appeal is

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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not taken in good faith. See Baugh v. Taylor, 117 F.3d 197, 202

(5th Gir. 1997).

Jackson argues that he has a constitutional right to possess
noncomrer ci al nude photographs of his friends and rel ati ves and
that the district court erred by dismssing his conplaint wthout
all owi ng himan opportunity to respond.

Jackson has failed to denonstrate that he is raising a
nonfrivol ous issue on appeal. W uphold the district court’s
determ nation that the appeal is not taken in good faith, DENY
Jackson’s notion for | FP status, and DI SM SS his appeal as
frivolous. See Baugh, 117 F.3d at 202 n.24; 5THCQR R 42.2.

Jackson is cautioned that the filing of any additi onal
frivolous lawsuits or appeals will result in his being barred
from proceeding | FP pursuant to the Prison Litigation Reform Act,

28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(g). See Adepegba v. Hanmmons, 103 F.3d 383, 387

(5th Gir. 1996).
MOTI ON FOR | FP DEN ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED. 5TH GR R 42. 2.



