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

No. 95-40706
Conf er ence Cal endar

W NFRED RAY RANDALL,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
NEAL Bl RM NGHAM

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 2:95-80
February 29, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, JONES, and EMLIO M GARZA, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Appel | ant appeals fromthe dism ssal of his civil rights
conplaint as frivolous pursuant to 28 U S.C. § 1915(d). He
contends that the district court erred by determning that his
conplaint was barred by the two-year statute of limtations. W
have reviewed the record, the magistrate judge's report and
recommendation, and the district court's order, and find no

reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmfor essentially the

reasons given by the district court. Randall v. Birm ngham No.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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2:95-80 (E.D. Tex. Aug. 8, 1995). W caution Randall that any
additional frivolous appeals filed by himor on his behalf wll
invite the inposition of sanctions. To avoid sanctions, Randall
is further cautioned to review any pendi ng appeals to ensure that
they do not raise argunents that are frivol ous.

AFF| RMED.



