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

No. 99-10512
Summary Cal endar

G LBERT C. TALAMANTEZ,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
LEE LEW S CONSTRUCTI ON COVPANY; ET AL,
Def endant s,
LEE LEW S CONSTRUCTI ON COVPANY; ST. PAUL

FI RE AND MARI NE | NSURANCE CO. ,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:96-CV-222-C

Novenber 26, 1999
Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
| T IS ORDERED that Gl berto C. Tal amantez’s notion for |eave
to proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) is DEN ED, because his appeal

| acks arguable nerit and is therefore frivolous. See Howard v.

King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th G r. 1983). Because the appea
is frivolous, IT IS FURTHER ORDERED t hat the appeal is D SM SSED
See 5th Gr. R 42. 2.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 99-10512
-2

Tal amant ez has sought to appeal the district court’s grants
of summary judgnent to Lee Lewis Construction Conpany (Lee Lew s)
and its insurer, St. Paul Fire and Marine |nsurance Conpany (St.
Paul ). Talamantez contends that his enploynent by Lee Lewi s was
termnated in violation of his rights under the Arericans with
Disabilities Act; and that he has a right to enforce, in a
federal court action, a judgnent which a state court awarded hi m
against St. Paul. The district court granted summary judgnent to
St. Paul on Talamantez’s notion to vacate a state-court judgnent
agai nst him

The | ack of arguable nerit of Tal amantez’s appell ate
contentions is shown by the district court’s nenorandum opi ni ons.

Talamantez v. Lee Lewis Constr. Co., No. 1:96-CV-222-C (N.D. Tex.

Feb. 21, 1997, and March 18, 1999) (unpublished).

| T IS FURTHER ORDERED t hat Tal amantez’ s notion to suppl enent
the record i s DEN ED

MOTI ONS DENI ED; APPEAL DI SM SSED.



