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TYRONN ELI STER BROMNI NG,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
K. C. LOVE, Doctor, Qurney Unit; CLASSIFI CATI ON DEPARTNMENT,
Gurney Unit; KAY SHEELEY, Regional Director; ROCHELLE MCKI NNEY,
Prof essi onal Standards, Texas Departnent of Crimnal Justice;
JOHN SHARP,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:00-CVv-192

Before DAVIS, EMLIO M GARZA, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Former Texas prisoner Tyronn Elister Browni ng appeal s the
district court’s summary judgnent in favor of the defendants in
his 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 action challenging his job assignnment during
his incarceration. On appeal, Browni ng does not address any of
the facts or issues raised in his conplaint or the notion for

summary judgnent, nor does he make any particul ar all egations

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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agai nst any of the nanmed defendants. Failure to identify an
error in the district court’s analysis is the sane as if the

appel I ant had not appealed the judgnent. Brinkmann v. Dall as

County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987).

Al t hough pro se briefs are afforded |iberal construction, Haines
v. Kerner, 404 U S. 519, 520 (1972), even pro se litigants nust

brief argunents in order to preserve them Yohey v. Collins, 985

F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993). Browning s appeal is wthout

arguable nerit and is thus frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707

F.2d 215, 220 (5th Gr. 1983). Accordingly, the appeal is

DI SM SSED. 5TH QR R 42.2.



