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

No. 96-60357
Conf er ence Cal endar

WLLIAM A SHAW
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

EDDI E LUCAS, Conm ssioner, M ssissipp
Departnent of Corrections, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 4:93-CV-184-S-B

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

WIlliamA Shaw, M ssissippi inmate #40656, appeal s the
dism ssal as frivolous of his civil rights conplaint. H's only

argunent raised before this court,”™ for the first tine on

appeal, is that the district court erred by relying on Sandin v.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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

| ssues raised in the district court have not been raised
in Shaw s appellate brief. Thus, they are deened abandoned on
appeal. See Eason v. Thaler, 14 F.3d 8, 9 n.1 (5th Cr. 1994).
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Conner, 115 S. C. 2293 (1995), because Sandin does not apply
retroactively. Qur review of the matter reveals no error, plain

or otherwi se, by the court inits reliance on Sandin. See

Hi ghland Ins. v. National Union Fire Ins., 27 F.3d 1027, 1031-32

(5th Gr. 1994) (applying plain-error standard in civil case),

cert. denied, 115 S. C. 903 (1995).

This appeal is frivolous and is therefore dism ssed. See
5th CGr R 42.2. W caution Shaw that any additional frivolous
appeals filed by himw Il invite the inposition of sanctions. To
avoi d sanctions, Shaw is further cautioned to review all pending
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise argunents that are
frivol ous.

APPEAL DI SM SSED.  SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED



