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

No. 95-40688
Conf er ence Cal endar

DOUGLAS JAMES DURHAM
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
JAMES A. COLLINS, Director:
JANIE M COCKRELL, Warden; CARL D. WH TE
Assi stant Warden Beto | Unit; UN DENTI FI ED NOONAN
Classification at Beto |l Unit; R HANE, Health
Adm nistrator at Beto | Unit; RITA R PARSON, Health
Adm nistrator at Beto | Unit; KEN KUYKENDALL, Dr. at
Beto | Unit; RICHARD K. THOWSQN, Captain at Beto | Unit,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:94-CV-870
Decenber 19, 1995

Before DAVIS, STEWART, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Douglas J. Durham a prisoner in the Beto | unit of the
Texas Departnment of Crimnal Justice - Institutional Division
(TDCJ-1D), alleged that prison officials were deliberately

indifferent to his serious nedical needs by not providing shower

Local Rule 47.5.1 provides: "The publication of
opinions that nerely decide particular cases on the basis of
wel | -settled principles of | aw i nposes needl ess expense on the
public and burdens on the legal profession.” Pursuant to that
Rul e, the court has determ ned that this opinion should not be
publ i shed.
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facilities for handi capped inmates in all areas of the prison.
This conpl aint does not rise to the level of a constitutional

violation. Farner v. Brennan, 114 S. C. 1970, 1977-78 (1994);

Varnado v. Lynaugh, 920 F.2d 320, 321 (5th G r. 1991). The

district court did not abuse its discretion in dismssing the

action as frivol ous. Denton v. Hernandez, 504 U. S. 25, 31-33

(1992).
As Durham has presented no | egal points arguable on their

merits, his appeal is frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d

215, 220 (5th Cr. 1983). W caution Durhamthat any additiona
frivol ous appeals filed by himor on his behalf will invite the
i nposition of sanctions. To avoid sanctions, Durhamis further
cautioned to review any pendi ng appeals to ensure that they do

not raise argunents that are frivolous. Because this appeal is

frivolous, it is D SM SSED. See 5th CGr. Rule 42.2.



