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SHARON CAMPBELL; JEFFERY CAMPBELL,

Pl ai ntiffs-Counter Defendants-Appellants,
vVer sus
WLLI AM F. SCHNELLER; RODNEY YARBROUGH; LI NDA YARBROUGH,

Def endant s- Count er C ai mant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:03-CV-27-M

Before H G3 NBOTHAM DAVI S, and PI CKERING Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Sharon and Jeffery Canpbell| appeal the district court’s
summary judgnent in favor of Rodney and Linda Yarbrough and the
Yar br oughs’ attorney, WIlliamF. Schneller. The Canpbells filed
a 42 U . S.C. 8 1983 petition challenging the validity of the
Yar br oughs’ adoption fromthemin June 1996 of Kayla Martinez, a
girl the Canpbells adopted on June 20, 1995. The issue of the
validity of the Yarbroughs’ adoption of Kayla has been fully

litigated in state court and deci ded agai nst the Canpbells. The

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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district court did not err in finding that the Canpbells’ clains

are barred by res judicata and collateral estoppel. See Petro-

Hunt, L.L.C v. United States, 365 F.3d 385, 395 (5th Cr. 2004);

Stafford v. True Tenper Sports, 123 F.3d 291, 295 (5th Cr.

1997).

The Canpbells’ claimthat the district court judge should
have recused hinsel f because he is related to Linda MIIs
Yar brough is conclusional and therefore frivolous. This appeal

is frivolous and is D SM SSED. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215,

220 (5th Gr. 1983); 5THQR R 42.2. The Canpbells are warned
that the filing of a duplicative, frivolous |awsuit arising from
t he Yarbroughs’ adoption of Kayla will invite the inposition of
sancti ons.

The Canpbells’ notion to supplenent the record with
di scovery pl eadings is DEN ED

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED; MOTI ON DENI ED



