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

No. 02-30618
Conf er ence Cal endar

VOGEL DENI SE NEWSQOME,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPCORTUNI TY COWM SSI ON;
PATRICIA T. BIVINS, District Supervisor/
Director for EEOC, GREGCORY A. PAPPI ON,
| nvestigator for EECC, SEAN E. TUCKER,

| nvestigator for EECC, M CHAEL FETZER,
District Drector for EEQC,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-CV-2134-B

' December 12, 2002
Before JOLLY, JONES, and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Vogel Deni se Newsone has appealed the district court’s
deni al of her petition for wit of mandanus to conpel the Equal
Enmpl oynent Qpportunity Comm ssion (EEOC) to conduct a nore

t horough investigation of her clains of discrimnation against

Loui siana State University Health Sciences Center and to

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 02-30618
-2

i nvesti gate whet her naned EEOC enpl oyees vi ol ated Newsone’s civil
rights by failing to pursue her clains vigorously.

In a prior suit, Newsone appeal ed the denial of mandanus
relief with regard to the EEOC s handling of her clains against
anot her forner enployer, Christian Health Mnistries. W
di sm ssed that appeal as frivolous and instructed Newsone that
EECC determ nations regardi ng the nature and extent of an
i nvestigation are discretionary decisions not subject to the

mandanus renmedy. Newsone v. EEQC, 301 F.3d 227, 227-34 (5th Cr

2002). We warned Newsone that if she “continue[d] to bring such
frivol ous appeals in the future, this court would] consider
sanctioning her pursuant to our inherent sanction powers and our
powers to sanction frivol ous appeals.” [d. at 233-34. Although
she received this warning several nonths before filing the
i nstant appeal, Newsone has again appealed fromthe denial of a
writ of mandanmus to conpel a discretionary decision of the EECC.
The appeal is without arguable nerit and therefore is

di sm ssed as frivol ous. See 5THCQR R 42.2; Howard v. King, 707

F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cir. 1983). Newsone is sanctioned $250 to
be paid to the clerk of this court. Until the fine is paidin
full, the clerk of this court is directed to return to Newsone
unfiled any subm ssion to this court.

APPEAL DI SM SSED;, SANCTI ON | MPOSED.



