UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 96-11539
Summary Cal endar

RAYE ELLEN STI LES,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS
GIE SOUTHWEST | NCORPORATED; GTIE | NCORPORATED, GIE CORPORATI ON

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

No. 96-11540
Summary Cal endar

RAYE ELLEN STI LES,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS
GIE SOUTHWEST | NCORPORATED; GTE | NCORPORATED, KATHLEEN PALTER,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

No. 96-11541
Summary Cal endar

RAYE ELLEN STI LES,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS



GIE SOUTHWEST | NCORPORATED; GTE | NCORPORATED

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Northern District of Texas
(6:96-CV-018, 6:96-CV-019 & 6:96- Cv-020)
Septenber 5, 1997

Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

The appeals in the three captioned cases are hereby
consol i dat ed.

These three are but a very few of the nunmerous pro se cases
Appellant has filed in the district court and appealed to this
court. In each of these cases she noves to suppl enent the record on
appeal and to file an anended opening brief after additional del ay
so that she nmay address the matters she wi shes added to the record.
Both notions are denied. W do, however, take judicial notice of
the fact that, in each of these cases, Appellant has paid the
sanctions ordered by the district court.

Appel lant conplains on appeal of orders issued by the
magi strate judge, and the final order of the district court
di sm ssing as frivolous her clains of racial discrimnation agai nst

her enpl oyer, inposing sanctions for repeated frivolous filings,

1 Pursuant to 5TH QR R 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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and instructing that her access to the district court be limted
until her sanctions are paid. Qur review of the record convinces
us that the district court was not only correct and did not abuse
his discretion, but that he was also exceedingly patient wth
Appel l ant’ s continued abuse of the courts. We find her appeals
frivol ous. W have warned her before about the continued filing of
such appeals. Accordingly we dism ss these appeals as frivol ous,
i npose a sanction of One Hundred Dol | ars i n each case, and i nstruct
the Clerk of this court to accept no further filings fromAppell ant
in any matters until the sanctions are paid.

APPEALS CONSOLI DATED, MOTI ONS DEN ED, APPEALS DI SM SSED AS

FRI VOLOUS, SANCTI ONS | MPOSED.



