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USDC No. 3:02-CV-373-LN

Before DeMOSS, DENNI'S, and PRADO, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ri cky Johnson, proceeding pro se and in form pauperis

(“I'FP"), appeals the district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S. C
8§ 1983 conplaint for failure to state a claimupon which relief
can be granted. In an anended conpl ai nt, Johnson sued Assi st ant
District Attorney Rebecca Woten. Johnson all eged that Woten

procured a groundl ess state indictnent, brought charges agai nst

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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hi m based upon fabricated evidence, and presented fal se evidence
to obtain a conviction.

The district court dism ssed Johnson’s conplaint, concluding
that Whoten was entitled to absolute i mmunity.

We apply less stringent standards to parties proceedi ng pro
se than to parties represented by counsel, and we liberally
construe the briefs of pro se litigants; however, pro se parties
must still brief the issues and reasonably conply with the

requi renents of FED. R CQv. P. 28. Gant v. Cuellar, 59 F.3d

523, 524 (5th Cr. 1995). Wen an appellant fails to identify
any error in the district court’s analysis, it is the sane as if

t he appel | ant had not appeal ed that judgnent. Brinknmann v.

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

Johnson does not chal lenge the district court’s concl usion
that Whoten was entitled to absolute inmunity. Because Johnson
does not address the district court’s reason for dismssing his
conpl ai nt, he has abandoned the only issue on appeal. Brinknmann,
813 F.2d at 748.

Johnson’ s appeal is without arguable nerit, is frivol ous,

and is DISM SSED. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th

Cr. 1983); 5THAGR R 42.2.

APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS.



