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

No. 96-10099
Conf er ence Cal endar

CURTI S WADE PERKI NS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

Rl CHARD HARRI S, Sheriff,
Schl ei cher County Jail,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:95-CV-049-C
) April 16, 1996
Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Curtis Wade Perkins appeals the dism ssal as frivol ous of
his civil rights conplaint which asserted the denial of access to
the courts. Perkins' argunent on appeal, that the representation
of his court-appointed counsel for the crimnal charge was
i nadequat e | egal assistance under the standard of Bounds V.

Smth, 430 U S. 817 (1977), was not raised in the district court

and thus is reviewable only for plain error. See Hi ghlands |Ins.

Co. v. National Union Fire Ins. Co., 27 F.3d 1027, 1031-32 (5th

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Cr. 1994), cert. denied, 115 S. C. 903 (1995). For essentially

t he sanme reasons upon which the district court relied, we
conclude that the district court did not abuse its discretion in

di sm ssing the conplaint as frivolous. See Perkins v. Harris,

No. 6:95-CV-049-C (N.D. Tex. Jan. 12, 1996). Therefore, there
was no error, plain or otherw se.

This appeal is frivolous. See 5th Cr. R 42.2. W caution
Perkins that any additional frivolous appeals filed by himw |
invite the inposition of sanctions. To avoid sanctions, Perkins
is further cautioned to review all pending appeals to ensure that
they do not raise argunents that are frivol ous because they have
been previously decided by this court.

APPEAL DI SM SSED.  ADMONI TI ON | SSUED



