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

No. 00-50605
Conf er ence Cal endar

M CHAEL KYLE BROCKS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
KEN ODEN, Travis County Prosecutor;
AUSTI N POLI CE DEPARTMENT; STAN KNEE
Stan Knee - Austin Police Departnent,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-00-CV-250-SS

April 10, 2001
Before JOLLY, H G3E NBOTHAM and JONES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chael Kyl e Brooks appeals the district court’s di sm ssal
of his 42 U S.C 8§ 1983 conplaint for failure to state a claim
The district court concluded that Brooks’s clai ns agai nst judges,
prosecutors, and police officers were barred by imunity, and
t hat Brooks’s apparent attenpt to relitigate the propriety of his
underlying conviction or obtain danages for prosecutori al

m sconduct was barred by Heck v. Hunphrey, 512 U S. 477, 489

(1994). The court therefore dismssed the conplaint. This was

Pursuant to 5" CR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5" QR R 47.5. 4.
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not error. See Black v. Warren, 134 F.3d 732, 734 (5th G

1998) .

Brooks’s appeal is without arguable nerit and is frivol ous.

See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983).

Because the appeal is frivolous, it is DISM SSED. See 5th Gr.
R 42.2. Brooks is cautioned that the filing of further
frivolous lawsuits, pleadings, or other docunents in this court
Wll result in the inposition of sanctions.

APPEAL DI SM SSED



