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

No. 95-40476
Summary Cal endar

LARRY L. SM TH,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
DALTON G WMEYER, Sheriff;
Rl CHARD ROVANO, Capt ai n;
JEFF FLONERS, Doctor; SAM
GREEN, Doctor Assi stance-

Nur se; ROBERT BROWN, Jail er;
RI CK ELSI K, Jailer.

Def endant - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. V-92-CV-63

' Decenber 7, 1995
Bef ore W ENER, PARKER and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
This is an appeal fromthe district court's order dism ssing
Wi th prejudice appellant's 42 U . S.C. § 1983 civil rights action as
frivol ous under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(d). He argues that his claimfor
the denial of necessary nedical treatnent was not frivol ous and

that the district court abused its discretion in striking his

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases
on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needl ess
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.
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anended conplaint. W have reviewed the record and the district
court's opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we
affirm for essentially the reasons given by the district court.

Smith v. Meyer, No. V-92-CV-63 (S.D. Tex. My 5, 1995).

Appellant's notion to file an anended conplaint on appeal is
DENI ED

We caution Smith that any additional frivolous appeals filed
by himor on his behalf wll invite the inposition of sanctions.
To avoid sanctions, Smth is further cautioned to review any
pendi ng appeal s to ensure that they do not rai se argunents that are
frivol ous because they have been previously decided by this court.

AFFI RVED.



