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

No. 95-60567
Conf er ence Cal endar

M CHAEL THERONE ANDERSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

vVer sus
A K. SHOAERS ET AL.,

Def endant s,
A. K. SHOAERS; BARRY SANDERS,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 4:93-CV-342-A

, August 21, 1996
Before KING DUHE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chael Therone Anderson, #70771, appeals the bench-trial
j udgnent against him arguing that the nmagistrate judge erred in
limting discovery to Anderson’s nedical records and disciplinary

records and in concl udi ng that Anderson had not proved his

excessi ve-force cl ai magai nst defendant A. K. Showers by a

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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preponderance of the evidence. W have reviewed the record and

briefs and AFFIRM the district court’s dism ssal. See Ander son

v. Major A K Showers Et Al., No. 4:93Cv342-B-A (N.D. Mss. Cct.

18, 1995). Anderson has not shown that the magistrate judge
abused his discretion in limting discovery nor that the findings
of fact are clearly erroneous.

Anderson’s appeal is frivolous and is DI SM SSED. Howard v.
King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983); see 5th CGr. R 42. 2.
We caution appellant that any additional frivolous appeals filed
by himw Il invite the inposition of sanctions. To avoid
sanctions, appellant is further cautioned to review any pendi ng
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise argunents that are
frivol ous.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED



