United States Court of Appeals
Fifth Circuit

FILED

IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS December 9, 2003
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

Charles R. Fulbruge IlI
Clerk

No. 03-40686
Conf er ence Cal endar

HARRY FRED SCOTT; ET AL.,
Plaintiffs,
HARRY FRED SCOITT,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
ROBERT GOODW N,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 9:03-CVv-19

Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The appel lants nove this court to review the record in other
civil rights cases filed by Harry Fred Scott; for an eval uation
of Harry Fred Scott’s nental and physical conpetency; for a
finding that Harry Fred Scott had a Sixth Arendnent right to

counsel during a 1993 civil trial; and for appointnent of

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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appel | ate counsel; and for various forns of extraordinary relief.
All of the foregoing notions are DEN ED
The appel l ants do not challenge the district court’s
determ nation that there is no federal subject matter
jurisdiction because defendant Robert Goodwin is not a state
actor within the neaning of 42 U.S.C. § 1983. Thus, they have

abandoned the only issue that is properly before this court.

Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th Cr. 1993); Feb. R APP.

P. 28(a)(9).
The appeal is frivolous and it is DI SM SSED as such. See

Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983); 5TH QR

R 42.2. The appellants are WARNED t hat sanctions w il be
inposed if they file frivolous appeals in the future.
ALL MOTI ONS DENI ED;, APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG

| SSUED



