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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
No. 4:05-CV-471

Before SMTH, WENER, and ONEN, Ci rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Janes Cal | ahan, proceedi ng pro se, appeals the dism ssal wth-
out prejudice of his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 conpl aint as not ripe for re-
view. Although he renews the all egations of his conplaint, Calla-
han does not chal l enge the district court’s conclusion that any re-

lief would be uncertain and specul ative at this tine.

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



No. 06-10285
-2

By failing to brief any argunent chall enging the reasons for
di sm ssal, Call ahan has abandoned the only grounds for appeal. See

Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Cr. 1993); Brinknmann

v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th G r.

1987). The appeal is without arguable nerit and is therefore dis-

m ssed as frivolous. See 5THAQR R 42.2; Howard v. King, 707 F.2d

215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983). Callahan is warned that future frivo-
lous filings will invite the inposition of sanctions.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



