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

No. 96-30305
Conf er ence Cal endar

ROBERT MYLES,
Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
ver sus

BURL CAIN, Acting Warden
RI CHARD P. | EYOUB, Attorney GCeneral,
State of Loui siana

Respondent s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 95-CV-3984 E

June 26, 1996
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Proceeding pro se and in forma pauperis, Robert Ml es,

#87712, appeals fromthe district court's denial of his
postjudgnment notion for copies of state trial records and
transcripts. In his appellate brief, however, M/l es argues
solely the issue whether the district court erred by previously

denying his petition for a wit of habeas corpus, the denial of

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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which Myles failed to appeal. A pro se habeas petitioner

abandons i ssues that he does not argue. Yohey v. Collins, 985

F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993). Because M/l es does not address
the denial of his postjudgnent notion, he has abandoned ar gunent
on the only issue before this court. Mles’ appeal is wthout

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

F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983). Mles is warned that the
filing of future frivolous appeals may result in the inposition
of sanctions. To avoid sanctions, Myles is further cautioned to
review any pendi ng appeals to ensure that they do not raise
argunents that are frivol ous.
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