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

No. 96-20557
Summary Cal endar

HOMRD VANZANDT W LLI AVS,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

MORRIS M JONES, JR, LAWRENCE
N. HODGES, AL LOSACK, CARROL
Pl CKETT,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-H 95-455

© January 7, 1997
Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Howard Vanzandt W/ lianms appeals the district court’s
summary judgnent in favor of the defendants in a civil rights
action brought pursuant to 42 U S.C. § 1983. WIIlians argues
that the appellants are not qualifiedly inmne fromsuit on the

claimthat they conspired to retaliate against him W have

reviewed the record and WIllianms’ brief and concl ude t hat

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Wllians’ clains are without nerit for essentially the sane

reasons set forth by the district court. WIlians v. Jones, No.

CA H 95-455 (S.D. Tex. Apr. 17, 1996). WIllians’ appeal is
frivolous and is dismssed. 5th Gr. R 42. 2.

We caution WIllianms that any additional frivol ous appeal s
filed by himor on his behalf will invite the inposition of
sanctions. To avoid sanctions, Wllianms is further cautioned to
review all pending appeals to ensure that they do not raise
argunents that are frivol ous.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



