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

No. 95-40824
Summary Cal endar

RAY COLGROVE,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

C. W MARTIN, Warden; JAVMES A. LYNAUGH
UNI DENTI FI ED BENNETT; and ANDY

COLLI NS,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 9:94-Cv-11

© March 22, 1996
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Ray Col grove appeals the district court’s 28 U S. C

8 1915(d) dismi ssal of his pro se, in forma pauperis (IFP), 42

US C 8§ 1983 action. Colgrove did not allege sufficient facts
to denonstrate that prisoners were aware of facts that a

substantial risk of harmexisted regarding his failure-to-protect
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claim Therefore, Col grove does not denonstrate that the
defendants were deliberately indifferent to his right to be free

fromthe violence of other innnates. See Farner v. Brennan, 114

S. . 1970, 1979 (1994). Colgrove has also failed to
denonstrate that the defendants were deliberately indifferent to

his serious nedi cal needs. See Mendoza v. Lynaugh, 989 F.2d 191,

193 (5th Gr. 1993).
We warn Colgrove that the filing of frivol ous appeals wll

result in additional sanctions. E.q., Smth v. Md eod, 946 F.2d

417, 418 (5th Cr. 1991); Jackson v. Carpenter, 921 F.2d 68, 69

(5th Gr. 1991). |If Colgrove has any other appeals pending in
this court at this tinme, he should review themin |ight of the
foregoi ng warni ng and nove to withdraw any appeal that is
frivol ous.

AFFI RVED;  SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED.



