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PER CURI AM *
Rodol fo R vera Munoz appeals the dism ssal of a federal case
seeki ng both habeas corpus relief and civil rights redress
agai nst a w de-rangi ng group of defendants. Though he has
provi ded a conprehensive account of the subjugation of the
aut ocht honous peopl es of the southwestern United States, he has
failed to address the bases for dism ssal of his civil rights

clains and had thus abandoned those clains by his failure 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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brief them Bri nkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813

F.2d 744, 748 (5th Gr. 1987). To the extent that Minoz argues
that he is subjected to custody as a nenber of the subjugated
native popul ation, Munoz has failed to allege a factual basis
sufficient to support a finding of particularized treatnent or

custody. See Canpbell v. Gty of San Antonio, 43 F.3d 973, 975

(5th Gr. 1995). Therefore, the district court’s dismssal of

his conplaint is AFFI RVED



