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

No. 98-41519
Conf er ence Cal endar

REG NALD CHARLES ROBERSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
ARTHUR VELASQUEZ, Warden; Et Al
Def endant s,
SHRAEL, O ficer; JAMES A. COLLINS, DI RECTOR

TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF CRI M NAL JUSTI CE, | NSTI TUTI ONAL DI VI SI ON;
M CHAEL CHEN ER, Correctional Oficer,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. G 95-CVv-720

August 25, 1999
Before KING Chief Judge, and DAVIS and SMTH, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Regi nal d Charl es Roberson (“Roberson”), fornmer Texas
prisoner # 653080, has appeal ed the decision of the district
court to dismss his case. The district court dism ssed

Roberson’s conplaint for want of prosecution, pursuant to Fed.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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R Cv. P. 41(b), after it revoked his |eave to proceed in forma
pauperis (“I1FP") because he had accumul ated “three strikes” under
28 U.S.C. 8 1915(g). Because Roberson does not address the

district court’s revocation of his |IFP status or dismssal of his
case for want of prosecution, he has abandoned the only issues on

appeal. See Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813

F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987); Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222,

224-25 (5th Gr. 1993). Accordingly, the appeal is frivolous and
is dismssed as such. See 5th Cr. R 42.2. Furthernore, al
nmotions filed by Roberson in relation to this appeal are denied
as noot .

We warn Roberson that additional frivol ous appeals filed by
himor on his behalf will invite the inposition of sanctions.
To avoi d sanctions, Roberson is cautioned to review any pendi ng
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise argunents that are
frivol ous.

APPEAL DI SM SSED. DENY MOTI ONS AS MOOT.  SANCTI ONS WARNI NG
| SSUED



