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

No. 99-30104
Conf er ence Cal endar

| SAAC |. OMO KE
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
LOUI SI ANA STATE UNI VERSI TY, STATE BOARD OF
SUPERVI SORS; UNKNOAN GROEDNER, DR.; UNKNOWN
GODBER; UNKNOAN MULLI'NS; UNKNOAN COOPER
UNKNOWN FOGEL; UNKNOWN ORANGO, UNKNOWN CHEEK
UNKNOWN COLLI NS,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 98-Cv-171

Oct ober 19, 1999

Before JONES, SM TH, and STEWART, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

| saac Omoi ke appeal s the district court’s order granting a
motion to dismss for failure to state a clai magainst any
defendant. Onmoike's brief does not address the district court’s
hol ding that Omi ke failed to state a constitutional claim
agai nst several defendants, and the issue is unreviewable on

appeal. Brinkmann v. Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Al t hough Omoi ke contends wi thout | egal support that prescription
does not apply agai nst the remaini ng defendants because their
i nproper actions have resulted in a continuing violation, this

assertion runs counter to settled case | aw. See Davi s V.

Loui siana State Univ., 876 F.2d 412, 413 (5th Gr. 1989). As

Omoi ke has failed to brief one issue and has failed to identify
district court error in the other, the appeal is frivolous and is

DI SM SSED. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th G

1983); 5THQOR R 42.2.
We previously cautioned Omwi ke that any additional frivol ous

appeals would invite the inposition of sanctions. See Owike v.

State of Louisiana, No. 98-30193 (5th Gr. June 2, 1998)

(unpublished). This court may inpose sanctions on a litigant sua

sponte. See Coghlan v. Starkey, 852 F.2d 806, 808 (5th Cr

1988). Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED that Ori ke is sanctioned
$105, the cost of bringing this appeal. 1T IS ALSO ORDERED t hat
Omwi ke remt paynent to the Clerk of this court. Omike is

rem nded that, pursuant to this court’s opinion in Owmwike v.

State of Louisiana, No. 98-31037 (5th Gr. June 15, 1999)

(unpublished), he is barred fromfiling any pro se pl eading or
appeal in this court or in any court subject to this court’s
jurisdiction, wthout the advance witten perm ssion of a judge
of the forumcourt.

APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS; SANCTI ONS | MPOSED



