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

No. 01-30328
Conf er ence Cal endar

RAYMOND SI MVIONS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

TWN CTY TONNG CTY OF SHREVEPORT,
Code Enf or cenent,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 00- CVv-2595
© August 22, 2001
Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and POLI TZ and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Raynond Si mmons appeals fromthe district court’s di sm ssal
as frivolous pursuant to 28 U S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(i) of his
civil right conplaint brought pursuant to 42 U S.C. § 1983.

Si mmons has failed to show that the district court abused its
di scretion by dismssing his clains as frivol ous based on the

doctrine of res judicata. See Siglar v. H ghtower, 112 F.3d 191,

193 (5th Cr. 1997); Russell v. SunAnerica Sec., Inc., 962 F.2d

1169, 1172 (5th Gr. 1992). Simmons’ appeal is wthout nerit,

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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and it is DISM SSED as frivol ous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d

215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983); 5th Gr. R 42.2. Because of
Simons’ continuing frivolous relitigation of the sane clains, we
caution Simmons of this court’s authority to inpose sanctions
upon parties who take frivol ous appeals. Simmons’ notion for an
expedi ted appeal is DEN ED

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED; MOTI ON DENI ED



