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

No. 00-60781
Summary Cal endar

HARRY W VI NSON, BRAD VI NSON,
Pl aintiffs-Appellants,

ver sus

JOHN C. RGCSS, JR; TIMOTHY E. ERVIN, Honorable; FRED BUSH, JR. ;
KAY TRAPP; LAW FI RM OF PHELPS DUNBAR, LLP INC., Its Agents and
Assigns and its Insurance Carrier; J. MARK SHELTON;, SHELTON &
WEEDEN LAW FIRM and its insurance carrier; ANNA CATHERI NE
PIPKIN, PIPKIN LAWFIRM and its Insurance Carrier; M CHAEL B.
CRATZ, JR ; CGRATZ AND GRATZ LAWFIRM and its Agents and Assigns
and I nsurance Carrier, R TA VINSON;, KEI TH YOUNG and his

| nsurance Carrier; NELL MOORE, And her Insurance Carrier; ANTONE
TANNEHI LL, and his Insurance Carrier; F.L. LUMWS, and Hi s

| nsurance Carrier; SAMJEL PACE, and H s |Insurance Carrier; |MNMA
FOUNDATI ON I NC., Its agents and assigns and its I nsurance
Carrier; NORTH M SSI SSI PPI MEDI CAL CENTER, INC., its agents,
assigns & its Insurance Carrier; NORTH M SSI SSI PPI MEDI CAL
SERVICES INC., Its agents, assigns and its Insurance Carrier;
REGE E COLLUMS, Chancery Court O erk, Pontotoc County,

M ssi ssippi, his agents and assigns and his |Insurance Carrier;
UNI TED STATES FI DELI TY & GUARANTY COWPANY (USF&G); WLLI AM HARVI E
BENSQON, Chancery Court O erk, Lee County, M ssissippi, his agent
and assigns and his Insurance Carrier; STATE FARM FI RE AND
CASUALTY COVPANY; LARRY WAYNE KOON, Chancery Court Cerk, Union
County, M ssissippi, his agents and assigns and his | nsurance
Carrier; FIDELITY & DEPCSI T COMPANY OF MARYLAND; TRACY ROBI NSON,
Circuit Court Cerk, Pontotoc County M ssissippi, her agents and
assigns and her Insurance Carrier; JOYCE LOFTIN, Crcuit Court
Clerk, Lee County, M ssissippi, her agents and assigns and her

| nsurance Carrier; THOVAS STANFORD, Circuit Court Cerk, Union
County, M ssissippi, his agents and assigns and his | nsurance
Carrier.

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissippi
USDC No. 1:98-CV-421-P-D

Sept enber 26, 2001
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Bef ore DeMOSS, PARKER and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Harry W Vinson and Brad Vi nson appeal fromthe di sm ssal of
their civil action arising fromwhat they allege is a vast schene
that resulted in a state-court judgnent placing |liens and
i njunctions against their properties. As part and parcel of that
schene, Harry W Vinson’s sister allegedly procured prescription
drugs to be admnistered to their father, allowng the sister to
gain control of the older Vinson s finances.

All of the Vinsons’ clains except possibly for their claim
t hat various nedi cal defendants engaged in nal practice agai nst
Wodrow W Vinson are related to the state-court judgnent that
the Vinsons wish to see invalidated. The district court |acked
jurisdiction over those clains. See Liedtke v. State Bar of
Texas, 18 F. 3d 315, 317 (5th Gr. 1994).

Regar di ng nedi cal nal practice, the Vinsons argue that
because Harry Vinson had been gi ven power of attorney over
Wodrow W Vinson's affairs they had standing to sue for
mal practice comm tted agai nst Woodrow W Vinson and for an
unspecified First Anmendnent violation. The Vinsons’ allegation
regarding their authority lacks a factual basis — a state court
appoi nted WIIliam Benson as conservator of Wodrow W Vinson, an
action that resulted in the Vinsons’ earlier litigation in this

court.

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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The Vinsons’ appeal is without arguable nerit and is
frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr
1983). The appeal therefore is dismssed. 5THCR R 42. 2.

We have warned the Vinsons that frivolous litigation may
lead to the inposition of sanctions against them and have warned
Harry Vinson specifically against frivol ous appeals regarding the
adm ni stration of the conservatorship over his parents. Vinson
v. Benson, No. 00-60263, slip op. at 2 (5th Cr. Cct. 18,

2000) (unpubl i shed); Vinson v. Colom No. 99-60826, slip op. at 3
(5th Gr. Jul. 27, 2000) (unpublished). The Vinsons filed their
noti ce of appeal after this court so warned them |IT IS ORDERED
that Harry W Vinson is SANCTI ONED $1, 000, to be paid to the
clerk of this court, and IT IS ORDERED that the clerk of court is
not to accept any filings fromhimuntil the sanction is paid,
unless Harry W Vinson obtains the witten authorization of a
judge of this court for the filing he wishes to submt.
Additionally, IT IS ORDERED that Brad Vinson is SANCTI ONED
$1,000, to be paid to the clerk of this court, and IT | S ORDERED
that the clerk of court is not to accept any filings fromhim
until the sanction is paid, unless Brad Vinson obtains the
written authorization of a judge of this court for the filing he
W shes to submit. No joint filings will be allowed unless both
Vi nsons have paid the nonetary sanctions, unless the Vinsons
obtain the witten authorization of a judge of this court for the
filing they wish to submt.

APPEAL DI SM SSED. 5TH QR R 42.2. SANCTI ONS | MPOSED.



