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

No. 96-50090
Conf er ence Cal endar

GLEN C. JAMES,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

STATE OF TEXAS; TEXAS DEPARTMENT
OF CRIM NAL JUSTI CE

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. SA-95-CV-1272

, ~ April 18, 1996
Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

G en C Janes, a Texas state prisoner, sued the State of
Texas and the Texas Departnent of Crim nal Justice alleging that
the defendants violated his rights under the Religi ous Freedom
Restoration Act of 1993 (RFRA), 42 U . S.C. 88 2000bb-2000bb-4, by
adopting Tex. Gov't Code Ann. § 498. 0045 (West Supp. 1996).

The district court did not abuse its discretion in concluding

that James' RFRA clains were frivol ous. See Hicks v. Garner, 69

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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F.3d 22, 25 (5th G r. 1995); see Janes v. Texas, No. SA-95-CA-

1272 (WD. Tex. Jan. 26, 1996).
This appeal is frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215,

220 (5th Gr. 1983). Because the appeal is frivolous it is
DI SM SSED. See 5th CGr. Rule 42.2.

Janes is cautioned than any additional frivol ous appeal s
filed by himw Il invite the inposition of sanctions. To avoid
sanctions, Janes is further cautioned to review any pendi ng
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise argunents that are
frivol ous.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG



