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

No. 95-20934
Conf er ence Cal endar

JOHNNY RAY ROBI NSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

R ONENS, Lt.; D. PROPES;
P. TEDFORD, Capt.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-H 94-3810
February 29, 1996

Bef ore GARWOOD, JONES, and EMLIO M GARZA, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Johnny Ray Robi nson appeals the district court's 28 U S. C
8§ 1915(d) dism ssal with prejudice of his 42 U S.C § 1983
action, in which he alleges that the defendants conspired to file
fal se disciplinary reports against himand to transfer himto a
nmore restrictive prison unit in retaliation for his use of the
prison grievance systemand for filing a 8 1983 action. Robinson

has not alleged sufficient facts to support his clai mof

retaliation by a prison official. See Wods v. Smth, 60 F.3d

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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1161, 1166 (5th Cir. 1995), cert. denied, 116 S. Ct. 800 (1996).

Because Robi nson has abandoned his clainms of racial
di scrimnation and constitutionally inadequate prison conditions
by failing to argue them on appeal, we will not address them

See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993).

We warn Robinson that the filing of frivol ous appeals wll

result in additional sanctions. E.q., Smth v. Md eod, 946 F.2d

417, 418 (5th Cr. 1991); Jackson v. Carpenter, 921 F.2d 68, 69

(5th Gr. 1991). |If Robinson has any other appeals pending in
this court at this tinme, he should review themin |ight of the
foregoi ng warni ng and nove to withdraw any appeal that is
frivol ous.

AFFI RVED.



