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

No. 98-10644
Conf er ence Cal endar

RAYMOND CHARLES EARLY,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
STATE OF TEXAS; JANI CE WARDER, District
Court Judge; DALLAS COUNTY SHERI FF' S
DEPARTMENT; JOHN VANCE, District Attorney,;
WLLIAM J. FAY, Attorney; DALLAS COUNTY,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:97-CV-2813-T
Decenber 10, 1998
Before DAVIS, DeMOSS and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Raynond Charles Early, Texas prisoner # 801583, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S.C. § 1983 civil rights
action as frivolous pursuant to 28 U S.C. 8 1915(e)(2)(B)(i) and
(iii1). Early argues that the district court erred in dismssing
his 8§ 1983 action agai nst Judge Jani ce Warder; John Vance, the
Dall as County District Attorney; and Wllianms J. Fay, his trial

attorney. He argues that due to the defendants’ negligence or

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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deli berate indifference, he remained incarcerated for ten days in
excess of his 180-day sentence. Early has not identified any

error in the district court’s di sm ssal. Early v. State of

Texas, No. 3:97-CV-2813-T (N.D. Tex. April 17, 1998). Early’'s

appeal is without arguable nerit. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d

215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983). Accordingly, Early’s appeal is

DISM SSED. 5th Gr. R 42.2. Early is advised that the district

court’s dism ssal of his § 1983 action as frivol ous and the

di sm ssal of his appeal as frivolous each constitute a “strike”

under the “three-strikes” provision of 28 U S.C. § 1915(q9).
APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED



