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

No. 01-11325
Conf er ence Cal endar

JAMES BRI AN REED
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

STATE OF TEXAS; 352ND DI STRI CT
COURT; BONNI E SUDDERETH

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:01-CV-661-Y

February 21, 2002
Before JOLLY, JONES, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Janes Brian Reed appeals the district court’s order
dismssing as frivolous his pro se 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 |awsuit. He
has failed to brief any of the district court’s bases for
dismssal. Pro se litigants nust conply with the requirenents of
FED. R App. P. 28 that the appellant’s argunent contain the
reasons he deserves the requested relief with citation to

authorities and parts of the record on which the appell ant

relies. Gant v. Cuellar, 59 F.3d 523, 524 (5th Cr. 1995). As

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Reed’ s brief does not satisfy the briefing requirenents under
FED. R App. P. 28 and fails to identify any district court error,

it is frivolous and is DI SM SSED. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d

215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983); 5THCGR R 42.2.
APPEAL DI SM SSED.



