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

No. 98-11275
Conf er ence Cal endar

ALEXANDER TI TO HUMPHRI ES,

Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
vVer sus
UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA; ARTHUR STRAPP

Respondent s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:98-CV-2121-L

August 25, 1999
Before KING Chief Judge, and DAVIS and SMTH, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Al exander Tito Hunmphries (“Hunphries”) (al/k/a Achal a- Odanga
Hunphrey) has appeal ed the decision of the district court to
dism ss his case. The district court dism ssed Hunphries’
conplaint pursuant to Fed. R CGv. P. 12(b)(1) for |ack of
subject matter jurisdiction. Because Hunphries does not address
the district court’s dismssal of his case for |ack of subject
matter jurisdiction in his appellate brief, he has abandoned the

sol e issue on appeal. See Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987); Yohey v.

Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993). Accordingly, his
appeal is frivolous and is DI SM SSED as such. See 5th Cr.

R 42.2. Furthernore, Hunphries’ recently filed notion for |eave
to file exhibits in support of his brief is DEN ED because the
exhi bits possess no relevance to the sole i ssue on appeal.

MOTI ON DENI ED.  APPEAL DI SM SSED



