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

No. 02-60433
Summary Cal endar

VERONI CA MCCALLUP
Plaintiff - Appellant
V.

TOM E GREEN, G A MCLEOD; JOHN DCE, Lawyer for Smth County;
DANNYE HUNTER, STATE OF M SSI SSI PPI

Def endants - Appell ees

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:02-CV-173-W5

Cct ober 9, 2002

Bef ore KING Chi ef Judge, and BARKSDALE and STEWART, Circuit
Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Veroni ca McCal | up, prisoner # K1256, appeals the district
court’s dismssal of her civil rights conplaint. See 28 U S.C
8§ 1915(e)(2)(B) (i), (ii). MCallup's argunent that the Prison
Litigation Reform Act does not apply to her case i s unconvincing.
See 42 U S.C. § 1997e. The district court did not err in
di sm ssing McCal lup’s denial -of-access-to-courts claimfor |ack

of jurisdiction. See District of Colunbia Court of Appeals v.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Fel dman, 460 U.S. 462, 476, 482 (1983); Rooker v. Fidelity Trust

Co., 263 U. S. 413, 415-16 (1923). Because MCallup’s conspiracy
claimwas conclusory, the district court did not abuse its
discretion in dismssing the claimas frivolous. 28 U S. C

8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(i); see Babb v. Dorman, 33 F.3d 472, 476 (5th

Cir. 1994). The district court properly dismssed MCallup’' s
wrongful -incarceration claimfor failure to state a claim Heck

v. Hunphrey, 512 U. S. 477, 486-87 (1994); 28 U S.C.

8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii).
McCal lup’s appeal is without arguable nerit and is therefore

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

1983). Accordingly, MCallup’'s appeal is DISM SSED. See 5TH QR
R 42.2. This court recently has cautioned MCallup that because
of her accunul ation of strikes for purposes of 28 U S. C

8 1915(g), she may not proceed in forma pauperis in any civil

action or appeal filed while she is incarcerated or detained in
any facility unless she is in inmmnent danger of serious physical

injury. See 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g); MCallup v. Misgrove,

No. 02-60233 (5th Cr. Aug. 20, 2002) (unpublished); MCallup v.

M ssissippi Dep’t of Corrections, No. 02-60243 (5th CGr. Aug. 20,
2002) (unpublished). MCallup is hereby further cautioned that
the prosecution of additional frivolous appeals will invite the

i nposition of additional sanctions. Therefore MCallup should
review any pendi ng appeals to determ ne whet her they raise

frivol ous issues.
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APPEAL DI SM SSED; THREE- STRI KES BAR NOTED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG

| SSUED.



