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

No. 00-41175
Conf er ence Cal endar

JOSE MARI O MARTI NEZ,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA; JANET RENO
US Attorney General, In her Individual Capacity;
JOHN ASHCROFT, US Attorney Ceneral, in his Oficial Capacity;
KATHLEEN HAWK SAWYER, In her Oficial & Individual Capacity as
Director of the Bureau of Prisons; JOHN TOVBONE, In his Oficial
& I ndi vidual Capacity,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:99-Cv-183

 June 14, 2001
Before WENER, DeM3SS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges
PER CURI AM *

José Mario Martinez appeals the district court’s judgnent
granting summary judgnent to the defendants and di sm ssing his
“Cvil R ghts Conplaint/Bivens Action” with prejudice.

Martinez has failed to raise as error the district court’s
determnation that it |acked jurisdiction over the defendants in

both their individual and official capacities. Although this

court liberally construes the briefs of pro se litigants, pro se

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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parties nmust still brief the issues and conply with the standards
of Rule 28 of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. Gant v.
Cuellar, 59 F.3d 523, 524 (5th Cr. 1995). Martinez does not
make any argunents addressing the nerits of the district court’s
jurisdictional determnation. This court will not raise and

di scuss legal issues that the appellant has failed to assert.
Failure by the appellant to identify any error in the district
court's analysis or application to the facts of the case is the
sane as if the appellant had not appeal ed that judgnent.

Bri nkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744,

748 (5th Cr. 1987). Because the district court’s jurisdictional
determ nation nust therefore stand, it is unnecessary to address
the nmerits of Martinez’'s constitutional argunents.

AFFI RVED.



