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LAKElI TH AM R- SHARI F,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
DALLAS COUNTY, TEXAS; LUPE VALDEZ; KENNETH MAYFI ELD; STEVEN
BOVERS, Jail Medical Director; MKE CANTRELL, Conmm ssioner Court:
MARGARET KELI HER, Comm ssi oner Court; UN VERSI TY OF TEXAS MEDI CAL
BRANCH GALVESTON,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(3:06-Cv-81)

Before SMTH, WENER, and ONEN, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-Appellant Lakeith Amr-Sharif filed the instant 42
U S . C 8§ 1983 suit to seek redress for acts that occurred while he
was incarcerated in the Dallas County Jail. The district court
dism ssed his suit as frivolous and denied his request to proceed
in forma pauperis (I FP) on appeal. Amr-Sharif now seeks authority
from this court to proceed |IFP on appeal. He also requests

appoi nted counsel for appeal.

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Amr-Sharif has failed to show that the district court erred
by determ ning that he has not rai sed a vi abl e cl ai magai nst any of
t he nanmed defendants. Amr-Sharif thus has not established that he
W Il raise a nonfrivol ous i ssue on appeal, so his notion requesting

| FP status is DENI ED. See Carson v. Polley, 689 F.2d 562, 586 (5th

Cir. 1982). Al other outstanding notions are |i kew se DENI ED, and
this appeal is DI SM SSED as FRI VOLOUS

Amr-Sharif has filed several other actions that have been
dism ssed as frivolous. He is hereby WARNED that he is likely to
be sanctioned if he continues to file neritless pleadings. See

Coghlan v. Starkey, 852 F.2d 806, 817 (5th Cr. 1988). These

sanctions could include, but are not limted to, dismssal,
monetary inposts, and restrictions on his entitlenent to file
pleadings in this court and any court subject to this court’s

jurisdiction.



