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

No. 98-51060
Summary Cal endar

KElI TH JUDD,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
THE UNI VERSI TY OF NEW MEXI CO, ET AL.,

Def endant s,

THE UNI VERSI TY OF NEW MEXI CO
ALBUQUERQUE POLI CE DEPARTMENT,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas

USDC No. MO 96- CV-122

May 13, 1999
Before DAVIS, DUHE , and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Keith Judd appeals the district court’s judgnent denying his
postjudgnment notion to unseal records and inposing sanctions for
filing frivolous pleadings. Judd s brief addresses neither of
these matters. Pro se litigants nmust conply with the
requi renents of Fed. R App. P. 28 that the appellant’s argunent

contain the reasons he deserves the requested relief with

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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citation to authorities and parts of the record on which the

appellant relies. Gant v. Cuellar, 59 F.3d 523, 524 (5th Gr.

1995). As Judd’s brief does not satisfy the briefing
requi renments under Fed. R App. P. 28 and fails to identify any
district court error, it is frivolous and is D SM SSED. See

Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983); 5THGR R

42. 2.

We previously cautioned Judd that any additional frivol ous

appeals would invite the inposition of sanctions. See Judd v.

University of New Mexico, No. 97-50242 (5th G r. Dec. 9, 1997)

(unpublished). This court may inpose sanctions on a litigant sua

sponte. See Coghlan v. Starkey, 852 F.2d 806, 808 (5th Cr

1988). Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED that Judd is sanctioned $105,
t hus doubling his cost of bringing this appeal. IT 1S ALSO
ORDERED t hat Judd remt paynent to the Cerk of this Court. The
Clerk of this Court and the clerks of all federal district courts
wthin this Crcuit are directed to refuse to file any pro se
civil conplaint or appeal by Judd unless Judd submts proof of
satisfaction of this sanction.

All outstanding notions filed by either Judd or the
appel | ees are DEN ED

APPEAL DI SM SSED; MOTI ONS DENI ED; SANCTI ON | MPOSED.



