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

No. 02-40725
Summary Cal endar

EDDI E ARNOLD LEACH, JR.
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
T.C. CHIVERS, Sergeant; C.D. KING IV, CO R SMTH, 1V, CO
J.W CATOE; S.A. MELVIN, Major; D. GROUNDS, Warden; B. W RODEEN,
Assi stant Warden:; J. HALL, Correctional Oficer at Telford Unit;
C. BECKHAM Correctional Oficer at Telford Unit; R STANDLEY,
Seni or Medical Doctor at Telford Unit; G JOHANSON, Executive
Director of Texas Departnent of Crim nal Justice; STATE OF TEXAS,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 5:01-CVv-176

* December 6, 2002
Bef ore JONES, DUHE, and CLEMENT, CGircuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !
Eddi e Arnol d Leach, Jr., Texas prisoner # 825037, appeal s the
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S.C. § 1983 | awsuit w thout
prejudice for failure to conply with a court order, pursuant to

FED. R QGv. P. 41(b). Leach m sapprehends the nature of the

district court’s dism ssal and addresses his brief entirely to the

! Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has detern 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



argunent that dismssal for failure to exhaust admnistrative
remedi es was i ncorrect. Leach does not nmake any argunent regarding
the propriety of dism ssal under Rule 41(b) and has thus wai ved t he

sol e ground for appeal. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F. 2d 222, 224-25

(5th Cr. 1993). Furthernore, Leach has not provided sufficient
i nformati on upon which we could order a remand to allow hi mto show
exhaustion. Accordingly, the district court’s judgnent is

AFFI RVED.



