IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T
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VI CTOR L. BROW\,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
WAYNE SCOTT, DI RECTOR,
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF CRI M NAL

JUSTI CE ET. AL.,
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for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 7:97-CV-187

August 19, 1998
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and JONES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Victor L. Brown, Texas prisoner #606126, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S.C. § 1983 conpl aint as
frivolous. He argues that the district court inproperly

di sm ssed his clains concerning his disciplinary hearing and that

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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his First Amendnent right to practice Islamis inpinged by prison
regul ations that require himto shave. Brown has abandoned any
i ssue regarding denial of access to the courts because of the
confiscation of his |egal papers by not raising this issue on
appeal. Evans v. Gty of Marlin, Tex., 986 F.2d 104, 106 n.1
(5th Gir. 1993).

We have reviewed the record and Brown’s brief and AFFIRM for
essentially the sane reasons adopted by the district court.
Brown v. Scott, No. 7:97-CV-0187X (N.D. Tex. Qct. 15, 1997).
Brown's appeal is without nerit and therefore frivolous. See
Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983). Because
the appeal is frivolous, it is DISMSSED. See 5THCR R 42.2.
We caution Brown that any additional frivolous appeals filed by
himor on his behalf will invite the inposition of sanctions. To
avoi d sanctions, Brown is further cautioned to review any pendi ng
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise argunents that are
frivol ous.
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