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M CHAYL MELLEN,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
THE CONGRESS OF THE UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA; THE UNI TED STATES
OF AMERI CA; GEORGE W BUSH, PRESIDENT OF THE UNI TED STATES; THE
STATE OF TEXAS; ABI LENE | NDEPENDENT SCHOOL DI STRI CT; M CHAEL
MOEHLER, Superi ntendent of Abil ene | ndependent School District;
DAVI D POLNI CK, Superintendent of Abil ene | ndependent School
District; THE SENATE OF THE UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:03-Cv-183

Before EMLIO M GARZA, DeMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chayl Mellon filed the instant suit to seek redress for
various acts that allegedly violated the constitutional rights of
both himself and his two mnor children. The district court
di sm ssed Mell en’s conpl aint on the bases that it was frivol ous and
failed to state a clai mupon which relief could be granted. Ml Il en

appeal s that deci sion.

" Pursuant to 5THOR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



Mell en requests that we accept his brief, which does not
conply with this court’s page |[imtations, in its present form
The notion is GRANTED. W note, however, that the brief is grossly
excessive inlength. Mllenis WARNED that future attenpts to file
egregiously excessive pleadings in this court could result in
sancti ons.

Mel |l en argues that the district court erred in rejecting his
clains related to the <constitutionality of the Pledge of
Al | egi ance, the use of certain synbols, and school holidays and
celebrations. Mellen has not shown that the district court erred
in dismssing his conplaint. A reasonabl e observer would not
conclude that the disputed phrases, synbols, and actions evince

Gover nnent al approval of religion. See Lenon v. Kurtzman, 403 U. S.

602, 612-13 (1971). Because Mellen has shown no error in the
judgnent of the district court, that judgnent is AFFI RVED.
MOT1 ON GRANTED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED; JUDGVENT OF DI STRI CT

COURT AFFI RVED.



