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

No. 00-60791
Conf er ence Cal endar

HARRY W VI NSON

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
HARCLD RAY PRESLEY; WESTERN SURETY
| NSURANCE COMPANY; LEE COUNTY BQARD OF
SUPERVI SORS; BILLY S. DAVI S; CHARLES
R DUKE; TOW E LEE [|VY; MARTHA SWANN
COREG S | NSURANCE COVPANY; BILL
BEASLEY; PHELPS DUNBAR, LLP; JOHN
DCE | NSURANCE COVPANY; THOVAS KENNEDY,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 1:99-CV-262-P-A
August 22, 2001

Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and POLI TZ and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Harry W Vinson appeals fromthe district court’s order
granting the defendants’ notion to dismss Vinson’s clains
brought pursuant to 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 for failure to state a claim
on which relief could be granted, Fed. R GCv. P. 12(b)(6).

Vi nson argued that the defendants had violated his First

Amendnent right to freedom of religion based on Sheriff Presley’s

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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actions in responding to Rita Vinson's requests and renovi ng
Harry Vinson fromthe hone Rita Vinson shared with their parents.
Vi nson argued that he and his father shared a special religious
relationship that exists only when they are together and that the
def endants’ actions therefore interfered with his religious
freedom

We have reviewed the record, the briefs of the parties, and
the applicable law, and we DISM SS Vi nson’ s appeal as frivol ous
essentially for the reasons set forth in the district court’s

final judgnent of dismssal. See Vinson v. Presley et al.

No. 1:99CVv262-P-A (N.D. Mss. Sep. 14, 2000). Based on Vinson’'s
prior frivolous appeals, we previously warned Vinson about this
court’s power to sanction a party who takes continued frivol ous

appeals. Vinson v. Colomet al., No. 99-60826 (5th Cr. Jul. 27,

2000). Accordingly, we inpose a $ 500 sanction. Until the
sanction is paid, Vinson is barred fromfiling any pro se civil
appeal in this court, or any initial civil pleading in any court
which is subject to this court’s jurisdiction, wthout the
advanced witten perm ssion of a judge of the forumcourt.

APPEAL DI SM SSED;, SANCTI ON | MPOSED.



