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

No. 98-51095

M CHAEL | DROGO,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
ANN MCGEEHAN, | ndividually
and in official capacity,
Deputy Assistant Secretary of
State El ections D vision,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-98-CV-573-SS

April 19, 1999
Before POLI TZ, BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
| T IS ORDERED that M chael Idrogo’s notion for |eave to
appeal in forma pauperis (I FP) is DEN ED because his appeal,
bei ng noot, |acks arguable nerit and is therefore frivolous. See

Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983). Ildrogo’ s

claimis that he is entitled to be a wite-in candi date for
United States Representative in the election of Novenber 3, 1998,

whi ch has al ready taken pl ace.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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| T IS FURTHER ORDERED that |drogo’ s application for relief
in the nature of mandanus, styled a notion for a TRO is DEN ED
as noot .

We caution Idrogo that any additional frivolous appeals
filed by himw Il invite the inposition of sanctions. To avoid
sanctions, ldrogo is further cautioned to review any pendi ng
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise argunents that are
frivol ous.

| FP AND TRO DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG
| SSUED



