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

No. 02-50126
Conf er ence Cal endar

BARRY LYNN COX,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA; | NTERNAL
REVENUE SERVI CE; US PROBATI ON CFFI CE;
MARK HEWETT, Senior US Probation Oficer,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. SA-01-Cv-708

© August 20, 2002
Before H GE NBOTHAM DAVI S, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Barry Lynn Cox appeals the district court’s dismssal of his
tort clains against the Governnent pursuant to FED. R Cv. P. 12.

Cox’s notion to supplenent the record on appeal is DEN ED. See

Trinity Industries, Inc. v. Martin, 963 F.2d 795, 799 (5th Cr.

1992) .

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Cox has failed to brief the district court’s dismssal of
his conplaint as barred by the Federal Tort C ains Act.
Argunents nust be briefed in order to be preserved. Yohey v.
Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993). dainms not
adequately argued in the body of the brief are deened abandoned
on appeal. 1d. Thus, Cox is deened to have abandoned the issue
on appeal. To the extent Cox is attenpting to attack his
underlying crimnal conviction, those clains are barred by Heck

V. Hunphrey, 512 U S. 477 (1994).

Cox’s appeal is wthout nerit and is, therefore, frivol ous.

Accordingly, the appeal is DISM SSED. See Howard v. King, 707

F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th CGr. 1983); 5TH QR R 42.2.
APPEAL DI SM SSED; MOTI ON DENI ED



