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

No. 96-30091
Summary Cal endar

CEORGE RAYMOND SPENCER,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
U. S. POSTAL SERVI CE, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 95-CVv-3138"B"
© ppril 17, 1996
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
CGeorge Raynond Spencer appeals the district court's
dism ssal as frivolous of his civil rights conplaint wherein he
all eged that his constitutional rights were violated in
connection with his conviction. By failing to brief the issue
whet her the district court erred by dism ssing his conplaint,

Spencer has abandoned this argunent on appeal. See Evans v. Gty

of Marlin, Tex., 986 F.2d 104, 106 n.1 (5th Cr. 1993). Further,

the district court's dismssal of the conplaint under Heck v.

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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Hunphrey, 114 S. . 2364 (1994), was not an abuse of discretion.
See Booker v. Koonce, 2 F.3d 114, 115 (5th Cr. 1993).

This appeal is without arguable nerit and thus frivol ous.

Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983). Because

the appeal is frivolous, it is DISMSSED. 5th Cr. R 42.2.
Spencer's notion to enlarge the record on appeal is DEN ED
Spencer is warned that any future frivolous filings wll invite
the inposition of sanctions. To avoid sanctions, Spencer shoul d
review any pendi ng appeals to ensure that they do not raise
argunents that are frivol ous.

APPEAL DI SM SSED;, MOTI ON DENI ED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED



