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

Nos. 97-31039 & 97-31309

Summary Cal endar

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
ex relator, M chael Sanpson, Sr.,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
and

LOU S R KOERNER, JR. , Movant - Appel | ant
ver sus

CRESCENT CI TY EMERGENCY MEDI CAL
SERVI CE, I NC. doi ng business as MEDI C ONE;
MEDI C ONE AMBULANCE SERVI CES, | NC.; AMERI CAN
MEDI CAL RESPONSE, | NC.; JERRY VARANAY; SUE
Bl ROU; BONNI E EDWARDS,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 96- CV-3505-A

Septenber 18, 1998
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM JONES, AND DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
This is round three in attorney Louis R Koerner, Jr.’'s
crusade to win a qui tam action arising out of the sane set of

facts. Koerner lost the first two rounds. See Federal Recovery

Services, Inc. v. United States [Koerner 1], 72 F.3d 447 (5th Cr.

"Pursuant to 5th Cir. R 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5th Gr. R 47.5.4.



1995); United States v. Crescent Gty EEMS., No. 96-31126, slip

op. at 1-2 (5th Gr. Aug. 19, 1997) (unpublished opinion). The
conplaint inthisroundis virtually identical to that dism ssed in
rounds one and two. The district court accordingly dism ssed the

round three conplaint and i nposed sanctions. See United States v.

Crescent Gty EMS., No. 96-CV-3505-A (E.D. La. Sept. 12, 1997).

The district court’s reasoning is sound. W therefore AFFIRMt he
district court’s dism ssal of Sanpson’s and Koerner’s cl ains, as
well as the court’s award of sanctions.

This appeal is simlarly frivolous and it is therefore
DI SM SSED. See 5th Crcuit R 42.2. At the end of the previous
round, we cautioned Koerner that “any future frivolous appeals
filed by him or on his behalf wll invite the inposition of

sanctions.” Koerner |1, slip op. at 2. W neant what we said. W
now i npose sanctions of double costs and attorney’s fees incurred

in defending this appeal on Koerner. See Coghlan v. Starkey, 852

F.2d 806, 812-13 (5th CGr. 1988).
DI SM SSED and REMANDED FOR DETERM NATION OF COSTS AND
ATTORNEYS FEES.



