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

No. 94-60562
Conf er ence Cal endar

FRANK HANNER, JR. ,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

THE STATE OF M SSI SSI PPI,
ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:93-CV-757
_ (November 16, 1994)
Before JONES, DUHE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Frank Hanner, Jr., appeals fromthe district court's
judgnent dismssing his civil rights action as frivolous. Hanner
makes no cogent or conprehensi bl e appell ate argunent addressing
the district court's analysis. As is his custom Hanner presents
a lengthy brief which contains a collection of altered pages that
he has used in other cases. Nothing in his brief can be

construed as a challenge to the district court's dism ssal of the

action as duplicative. There is no show ng that the district

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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court abused its discretion in dismssing this frivol ous

conplaint. See Ancar v. Sara Plasma, Inc., 964 F.2d 465, 468

(5th Gr. 1992).
The appeal is without arguable nerit and thus frivol ous.

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

the appeal is frivolous, it is DISMSSED. 5th Cr. R 42. 2.
Al t hough this appeal was filed before we inposed sanctions on
Septenber 21, 1994, we caution Hanner to review his records and

W t hdraw any pendi ng frivol ous appeal s.



