UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FIFTH O RCU T

No. 97-51021

(Summary Cal endar)

THOVAS DAVI D G PSQN,

Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

KENNETH CALLAHAN, Policeman for the Cty of

M dl and Police Departnent; MARVIN L MOCRE,

Judge, County Court as Law #2; ALVI N WALVROOD,

JR, Judge, County Court as Law #1; RUSSELL W
MALM M dl and County Attorney; ROBERT STEVENS,

Assi st ant M dland County Attorney; JAKE
USSERY, Bailiff for Mdland County; CGEORGE D
G LLES, Judge, 142nd Judicial District,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
(M3 97- CVv-160)

August 25, 1998
Before EMLIO M GARZA, DeMOSS, and BENAVIDES, Ci rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~
Thomas Davi d G pson appeal s the district court’s dism ssal for

failure to state a claimof his conplaint alleging various civil

Pursuant to 5TH CR. 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 QR R
47.5. 4.



rights, constitutional, and statutory violations. Having reviewed
the record and the briefs of the parties, we DISM SS t he appeal as
FRI VOLOUS.

G pson asks this court to strike the brief filed by appell ees
Moore, Walvoord, Malm Stevens, and Ussery; enjoin various state
court judges not nanmed in the conplaint “to conpletely cease and
desi st all action” against G pson; and strike pleadings filed by
counsel for defendant Call ahan and i npose sancti ons because counsel
has spelled G pson’s nane and the nanmes of other parties “in all
capital letters.” The notions are DEN ED.

G pson’s “Enmergency Petition and Demand for Wit of Habeas
Corpus” and “Demand for Judicial Notice,” challenging April 1998
state court orders revoking Gpson’'s release on a personal
recogni zance bond and setting his bail at $4000 are DEN ED.
G pson’ s pl eadi ngs provide no indication that he has sought relief
in the state courts or that state process is unavailable or
i nadequate to protect his rights. See 28 U. S.C. 8§ 2254(b)(1).

This appeal is frivolous. It is DISMSSED. See 5TH CR R

42. 2. We caution G pson that any additional frivolous appeals
filed by him or on his behalf will invite the inposition of
sancti ons. To avoid sanctions, Gpson is further cautioned to

review any pending appeals to ensure that they do not raise
argunents that are frivol ous.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; MOTIONS DENIED, 28 U S.C. § 2254 RELIEF
DENI ED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



