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

No. 95-10670
Conf er ence Cal endar

DEMETRA BRUMFI ELD,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

GRAND PRAI Rl E POLI CE DEPARTMENT:;
POLLOCK, Detecti ve,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:93-CV-2394-P
February 29, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, JONES, and EMLIO M GARZA, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Denetra Brunfield appeals fromthe district court's judgnent
in favor of the defendants in a civil rights action. Brunfield
argues that the action is not tine-barred, the Gand Prairie
Pol i ce Departnment has a policy that officers present false
testinony at trial, Pollock is not immune fromsuit under 42
US C 8§ 1983, the district court did not |liberally construe his

pro se brief, and the district court erred in dismssing certain

clains under Fed. R Cv. P. 12(b)(6).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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The district court found that the action was not time-barred
and addressed Brunfield's clains. W have reviewed the record
and the district court's opinion and find no reversible error.

On appeal, Brunfield can present no | egal points arguable on

their nerits, and the appeal is frivolous. See Howard v. King,

707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th Gr. 1983). Because the appeal is
frivolous, it is DISMSSED. See 5th Cr. Rule 42.2. W caution
Brunfield that any additional frivolous appeals wll invite the
i nposition of sanctions. To avoid sanctions, Brunfield is
further cautioned to review any pendi ng appeals to ensure that
they do not raise argunents that are frivol ous because they have
been previously decided by this court.

APPEAL DI SM SSED



