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

No. 00-40389
Conf er ence Cal endar

JOHN M ELLI S,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

JANET RENO, U.S. Attorney General; JOHN DOE,

S.W Regional Director; JOHN DCE 1-100,

Federal Marshals, Houston, TX; JOHN DOE, 1-20,

Federal Informants; JANE DOE, 1-5, Federal

| nformants; RHONDA ELLIS, HCRI; MAYBELLE OLGE, HCRI;
WARD PI NKERTON;, WAYNE SCOIT, Director Texas Departnent
of Crimnal Justice, Institutional Division; JI M SHAW
Regional Director Il; R E THOWSON, Warden;

UNI DENTI FI ED TURNER, JANE DCE, 1-5, Mail Room Assistants;
JUANI TA FI ELDEN, Assistant District Attorney, ROLLIN
KLOURY, Attorney-at-law, JOHN DOE, 1-2, Jury Menbers;
JANE DOE, 1-2, Jury Menbers; JOHN DOE, Wt ness,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:99-CV-579

~ Cctober 17, 2000
Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Former Texas prisoner John Ellis appeals follow ng the

district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S.C. § 1983 conpl aint as

frivolous and for failure to state a clai munder 28 U. S. C

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(i) and (ii). Ellis does not challenge the
district court’s dismssal of his conplaint. Rather, he re-
asserts several of the incredible clains he asserted in the
district court, and he al so rai ses sonme new ones.

The district court’s dismssal of Ellis’ conplaint under

8 1915(e)(2)(B)(i) was not an abuse of discretion. See Siglar

v. Hightower, 112 F.3d 191, 193 (5th G r. 1997); Denton v.

Her nandez, 504 U.S. 25, 32-33 (1992). EIIlis’ appeal |acks

arguable nerit and is thus frivolous. Howard v. King, 707 F.2d

215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983). The appeal is therefore D SM SSED
See 5th Gr. 42.2.

Ellis is hereby warned that future frivolous appeals filed
by himor on his behalf will invite the inposition of sanctions.
Ellis should review any pendi ng appeals to ensure that they do
not raise argunents that are frivol ous.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED



