Peters v. Dreyer, 4:15-cv-2899 (S.D.. Tex. Oct. 14, .2015); P‘eters v. Dreyer, 4:15-cv-2900 (S.D.
Tex. Oct. 6, 2015); Peters v. Gilbert, 4:15-cv-2762 (S.D. Tex. Oct. 1,2015). Peters’s allegations
do not plead any facts showing that he is in any immediate danger which would warrant waiver of
the fee requirement. See Choyce v. Dominguez, 160 F.3d 1068, 1071 (5th Cir. 1998); Banos v.
O’Guin, 144 F.3d 883, 884 (5th Cir. 1998).

In light of the pleadings and his litigation history, Peters fails to show that he is eligible to
proceed without prepayment of fees. His motion, (Docket Entry No. 8), is denied.

SIGNED on February 2, 2022, at Houston, Texas.

LA, BT

Lee H. Rosenthal
Chief United States District Judge
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for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:22-CV-59

CLERK’S OFFICE:

Under 5TH CIR. R. 42.3, the appeal is dismissed as of March 23,
2022, for want of prosecution. The appellant failed to timely pay docketing
fee.
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