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

No. 00-41000
Conf er ence Cal endar

M CHAEL GLENN W LLI AMS,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
R C. THALER, Warden; D. SANDERS, Senior Warden; ZELDA GLASS,
Li eutenant; KELLEE LANGLEY; MR HUDSQN, Captain; S. WATKI NS,
Correctional O ficer 111; UNKNOAN THOVAS, Sergeant;
B. ROSEBERRY, Captain; CHARLES POWELL, Major; JASON CALHOUN
Head Doctor; JOHN DOE, Un-naned personnel

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 5:00-CV-2

 February 14, 2001
Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and EM LIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
M chael @ enn WIIlians, Texas prisoner # 696404, appeals the
di sm ssal of his 42 U S.C. § 1983 action for want of prosecution
pursuant to Fed. R CGv. P. 41(b). The district court found that
the record did not support his contention that anyone at the

Tel ford Unit was purposefully denying himaccess to his inmate

trust account.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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WIllians contends that the law |library supervisors refused
to mail the withdrawal authorization forns. He cites to this
court’s opinion in No. 99-40330. He blanes the nonpaynent of the
filing fee on the law library supervisors’ failure to turn in the
forms he executed. He contends that he has shown that the unit
used all types of nmethods to delay and frustrate his access to
courts. He states that “in the case bar he showed it had been
done to case-cause in 1998.”

Wllians refers to actions allegedly taken by the | aw
l'ibrary supervisors in 1998 in connection with his previous case
to excuse his non-paynent in this case. As denonstrated by the
record and found by the district court, WIlians has been able to
recei ve deposits of over $100 in the past six nonths and has been
able to access the noney by withdrawing nost of it. He has been
able to obtain indigent supplies and postage to mail copious
pl eadings in this case. These facts are not consistent with a
concerted effort to deny himaccess to the courts. The district
court did not abuse its discretion in dismssing this action.

Fed. R Cv. P. 41(b); MCullough v. Lynaugh, 835 F.2d 1126, 1127

(5th Gr. 1988).
WIllians’ appeal is without arguable nerit and is frivol ous.

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

Because the appeal is frivolous, it is DISM SSED. See 5THCR R
42.2. Wllianms is hereby notified that the dism ssal of this
appeal as frivolous constitutes his third strike under 28 U. S. C

8§ 1915(g). See Wllians v. MConnell Unit, No. 98-40690 (5th

Cr. Jun. 16, 1999); Wllians v. Zeller, No. 99-40403 (5th Cr
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Feb. 1, 2000). Wllians is hereby infornmed that he may not

proceed IFP in any civil action or appeal filed while he is

i ncarcerated or detained in any facility unless he is under

i mm nent danger of serious physical injury. See 28 U S. C

8§ 1915(Qq). H's notion to file supplenental briefs is DEN ED.
APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS; MOTI ON DENI ED.



