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USDC No. 5:05-CvV-415

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BENAVIDES, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
JimF. Blackwell appeals the dism ssal of his conplaint filed

pursuant to Bivens v. Six Unknown Naned Agents of Fed. Bureau of

Narcotics, 403 U. S. 388 (1971). The district court noted that the
instant conplaint was the sixth conplaint Blackwell has filed in
relation to clainms that the defendants have refused to provide him
wth his preferred narcotic medication, Oxycontin. The district

court dism ssed the conplaint as frivol ous.

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Bl ackwel|’s appellate brief is largely conclusional and
asserts that the district court failed to consider the nerits of
his conpl aint. After reviewing the briefs and the record, we
conclude that the district court did not abuse its discretion. See

Siglar v. Hi ghtower, 112 F.3d 191, 193 (5th Cr. 1997); 28 U S.C

8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(i). This appeal is without arguable nerit and is

di sm ssed as frivol ous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20

(5th Gir. 1983); 5THQOR R 42.2.
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