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

No. 96-10338
Conf er ence Cal endar

JI MW LEE HI CKSON,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
KALMANOV, Doct or,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 7:96-CV-50-X

“June 25, 1996
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jimmy Lee Hi ckson, #500542, appeals the dism ssal of his
civil rights action without prejudice for failure to pay his
prior nmonetary sanctions and failure to nove for |eave to file
his conplaint. Hickson argues that the district court erred in
precluding himfromfiling his conplaint wthout conducting an

inquiry to determ ne whether he is able to nake paynent. W have

reviewed the record and Hi ckson's brief and conclude that there

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 96-10338
-2

is no error. See Hi ckson v. Kalmanov, No. 7:96-CV-50-X (N. D

Tex. Mar. 11, 1996).
The appeal is without arguable nerit and thus frivol ous.

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

Cr. R 42.2. W caution Hi ckson that any additional frivolous
appeals filed by himor on his behalf will invite the inposition
of sanctions. To avoid sanctions, H ckson is further cautioned
to review all pending appeals to ensure that they do not raise
argunents that are frivol ous because they have been previously
deci ded by this court.

APPEAL DI SM SSED.  SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED



