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GAINES BAKER, PROSECUTOR; STATE OF MISSISSIPPI,
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Appeal from the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Mississippi
USDC No. 3:22-CV-95

Before WIENER, ELROD, ENGELHARDT, Circust Judges.

PER CURIAM:*

Plaintiff-Appellant Jeffrey Courtjay Jackson appeals an order of the
district court dismissing his claim as frivolous. Because he fails to show any
reversible error by the district court, we AFFIRM.

" This opinion is not designated for publication. See 5TH CIR. R. 47.5.
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This case arises from the issuance of a traffic ticket. While driving in
Panola County, Mississippi, Jackson was stopped by Patrol Trooper John
Lantern and issued a ticket. Believing that the stop and the ticket were
unjustified, Jackson decided to contest the ticket at the Panola County Justice
Court. The court ultimately ordered Jackson to pay a fine of $231.00 for the
speeding ticket.

Jackson then filed a complaint at the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Mississippi, asserting a “20-million dollar[]”
claim under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. In the operative complaint, Jackson alleges
that “[t]he structure of the traffic ticket . . . scheme shows that it is
unconstitutional starting at the gate when the police officer signs in the place
of a judicial officer of the court.” And he further alleges that the “traffic
court judge is not a real judge with legal judicial authority” and demanded
that the district court so hold.

Observing that Jackson’s claims are frivolous and his requests for
relief fantastical, the district court regarded the complaint “to be frivolous
on its face” and concluded that “none of the defendants in this case should
be burdened with dealing with it any further.” Thus, the district court
dismissed the suit, stating that “the frivolousness of this lawsuit is plain and
obvious, and it will be dismissed as such.” We agree. AFFIRMED.



