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

No. 00-10696
Conf er ence Cal endar

DARRYL WALLACE,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

THOVAS W NDHAM Fort Worth Chief of Police;
DAVID W LLI AVMS, Tarrant County Sheriff,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:99-CV-585-Y

~ Cctober 18, 2000
Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Darryl Wallace (TDC) # 636243) appeals the district court’s

dismssal of his pro se and in forma pauperis (IFP) civil rights

conplaint as frivolous pursuant to 28 U S.C. § 1915. Will ace
does not, however, refer to the district court’s judgnent, and he
does not allege any error that the district court nmade in
di sposi ng of his conplaint.

An appellant’s brief nust contain an argunent on the issues

that are raised so that this court nmay know what action of the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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district court is being conplained of. A -Ra'id v. Ingle, 69

F.3d 28, 31 (5th G r. 1995). There is no exenption for pro se
litigants, though we construe their briefs liberally. Id.
Because WAl |l ace has neither briefed nor identified any error in
the dism ssal of his conplaint, the judgnent of the district
court is AFFI RVED

AFFI RVED.



