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

No. 00-40364
Summary Cal endar

DAVI D LYNN MEADCR
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
FI RST SECURI TY NATI ONAL BANK, al so known as
Chase Manhattan Bank; CHASE BANK OF TEXAS
NATI ONAL ASSQOCI ATI ON; CHASE MANHATTAN BANK:
THE CHASE MANHATTAN CORPORATI ON

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:99-Cv-127

~ Cctober 23, 2000

Bef ore REAVLEY, JOLLY and JONES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

David Lynn Meador, Kentucky prisoner # 118735, appeals the
dism ssal of his diversity-jurisdiction |awsuit against the
def endant banks on the basis of res judicata and coll ateral
estoppel. He has failed to show that his clains for damages and
property rights clainmed under a 1911 deed between Ephrai m

Garonzi k and Janmes Meador are not barred by previous litigation

in the Eastern District of Texas and the Fifth Crcuit Court of

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Appeal s under these doctrines. See Travelers Ins. Co. v. St.

Jude Hosp. of Kenner, La., Inc., 37 F.3d 193, 195 (5th Cr

1994); RecoverEdge L.P. v. Pentecost, 44 F.3d 1284, 1290 (5th

Cr. 1995); Meadows v. Chevron, U S A, Inc., 782 F. Supp. 1189,

1192-94 (E.D. Tex. 1991); Meadows v. Chevron, U S A, Inc., 142

F.R D. 442, 445 (E.D. Tex. 1992); Meador v. WIIliam MFaddin,

Estate of, No. 98-40834 (5th Cr. Feb. 11, 1999) (unpubli shed
opi nion)." Because Meador’s appeal is w thout arguable merit,

it is frivolous and must be di sm ssed. See Howard v. King, 707

F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983). This dismssal of a frivol ous
appeal constitutes one strike against himfor purposes of 28

US C 8 1915(g). See Adepegba v. Hammons, 103 F.3d 383, 388

(5th Gr. 1996). |If Meador accunul ates three strikes, he wll be
barred frombringing a civil action or appeal as a prisoner
proceeding in forma pauperis unless he is under inm nent danger

of serious physical injury. See 8 1915(g). Meador should review
any pendi ng appeals to ensure that they do not raise frivol ous

I ssues.

Meador is also cautioned that any additional neritless
appeals filed by himregarding his all eged ownershi p and
possessory interests in property in Jefferson County, Texas,
clai med through the deed signed by his alleged ancestor in 1911
will invite the inposition of sanctions. To avoid sanctions,
Meador is further cautioned to review his pending appeal in

Meador v. Sun Explor. and Dev’'t Co., No. 00-40743, and any ot her

Unpubl i shed opi nions issued after January 1, 1996, have
no precedential val ue except under the doctrines of res judicata
or collateral estoppel. 5THCR R 47.5.4.
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pendi ng appeals to ensure that they are not frivolous or barred
by the doctrines of res judicata or collateral estoppel.

APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRIVOLOUS. S5TH CGR R 42.2. SANCTI ONS
WARNI NG | SSUED.



