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

No. 96-11095
Conf er ence Cal endar

Rl CKY JOE PETTIT,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
RANDALL COUNTY, TEXAS,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 2:96-CV-12
February 20, 1997
Before SMTH, EM LIO M GARZA, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ri cky Joe Pettit has filed a brief which restates the
factual allegations in his original conplaint pursuant to 42
US C 8§ 1983. The nerits of his conplaint were never addressed
because the district court ordered Pettit to supplenent his
conplaint wwth further factual information and Pettit failed to

conply with the order. The district court dism ssed the

conplaint for failure to prosecute.

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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Pettit fails to argue in his appeal brief any error on the
part of the district court, e.g., that the district court erred
in dismssing his conplaint for want of prosecution. Pettit has
presented nothing for this court to review. H's appeal is

frivolous and is therefore D SM SSED. See Gant v. Cuellar, 59

F.3d 523, 524-25 (5th Gr. 1995); 5th CGr. R 42. 2.
APPEAL DI SM SSED.



