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

No. 00-30990
Conf er ence Cal endar

M LTON JACKSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

HARRY LEE, Sheriff; PAUL CONNI CK, JR,
24t h Judicial District Prosecutor,
DEBORAH VI LLEO, 24th Judicial D strict
Prosecutor; LAURI E BUTLER, 24th Judi ci al
District Prosecutor; DARLENE LEW S, 24th
Judicial District Prosecutor; ANTO NETTE
ULMER, TERRY GRAFFEGQ, KENNETH J BECK
Esquire; M CHAEL CORONA; M CHAEL CARRONE

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 99-CV-2269-R

 April 11, 2001
Before JOLLY, H GE NBOTHAM and JONES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
M I ton Jackson, Louisiana prisoner # 399323, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 conpl aint.

The district court concluded that Jackson was barred from

bringing his clainms by Heck v. Hunphrey, 512 U S. 477 (1994), and

its progeny, because Jackson had not shown that his conviction

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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had been invalidated or called into question. The district court
al so concl uded the conpl ai nt should be di sm ssed because two
def endants were entitled to absolute witness inmunity and one
def endant was a nonstate actor not alleged to have engaged in a
conspiracy with state actors.

Jackson has not addressed or responded to the reasons for
judgnent stated by the district court inits dismssal of his

conplaint. He thus has failed to brief these issues, and they

are wai ved. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222 (5th CGr. 1993);
Fed. R App. P. 28(a)(9). Because he has waived the only
appropriate i ssues on appeal, his appeal is dismssed as

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

1983); 5th Gr. R 42. 2.
APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRIVOLOUS; 5TH QR R 42.2.



