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PER CURIAM:”

Appellant, Kevin P. Gipson, appeals the district court’s order requiring him to pay $750.00
in attorneys feesto the Defendant-Appellees. Thedistrict court sanctioned Gipson for his repeated
refusals to comply with discovery orders, as well as his failure to appear before the court for
numerous motion hearings. Theimposition of sanctionsisamatter of discretion for thedistrict court,
whichwereview only for abuse. See Shipesv. Trinity Industries, 987 F.2d 311, 323 (5th Cir. 1993).
Anattorney may be held liablefor reasonabl e expenses, including attorney’ sfees, caused by hisfalure

to comply with discovery. Seeid.

Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined that this opinion should not be
published and is not precedent except under the limited circumstances set forthin 5™ CIR. R. 47.5.4.



In his appellate brief, Gipson attempts to explain his failure to attend one particular hearing.
However, he provides no basis for reversing the district court’s imposition of sanctions. The
sanctions stemmed from numerousincidents in which Gipson failed to comply with court ordersand
falled to appear at hearings. After reviewing the record, we conclude that the district court did not
abuse its discretion in imposing sanctions.

Accordingly, the judgment of the district court is AFFIRMED.



