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

No. 00-10381
(Summary Cal endar)

OLEN | . LOVELL
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
HARRI S METHCODI ST HEALTH SYSTEM TEXAS HEALTH SYSTEM TEXAS HEALTH
RESOURCES

Def endant s- Appel | ees,

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(99- CV- 2809- Q)
~ Cctober 16, 2000

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

In this enploynent dispute, Plaintiff-Appellant O en Lovell
appeal s the district court’s confirmation of an arbitration award
in favor of Defendants-Appell ees. Lovell alleged that his

enpl oynent was wongfully term nated because of his race. The case

was submtted to arbitration by agreenent of the parties. The

" 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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.



arbitrator ruled for Defendants-Appellees, and Lovell filed a
motion in the district court to vacate that award.

Lovel | brings before us sone sixteen clains, many of which are
repetitive or conclusional, or both. Gven the extrenely |limted
scope of our review of arbitration cases and Plaintiff-Appellant’s
failure tinmely to raise his objections during the arbitration
hearing, nost of Lovell’s clains are either barred or waived, or
both. W have exam ned the remaining clains and, after a careful
review of the parties’ briefs, pertinent parts of the record, and
t he menorandum order of the district court, we conclude that they
have no conceivable basis in law or in fact, making this appea
frivolous. W therefore dismss this appeal.

DI SM SSED.



