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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
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(2:03-CV-1284)

Bef ore W ENER, BENAVI DES, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-Appellant Edgar Herrera Vil latoro, federal prisoner
# 97107-079, is appealing the district court’s dismssal of his
Bi vens®! civil rights conplaint for failure to state a claim
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(e)(2).

Villatoro has failed to address any of the issues raised in
the district court or its dismssal of his conplaint for failure to

state a claimon which relief can be granted. Al though we apply

" Pursuant to 5THQOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.

1 Bivens v. Six Unknown Naned Agents of Federal Bureau of
Nar cotics, 403 U. S. 388 (1971).




| ess stringent standards to parties proceeding pro se than to
parties represented by counsel and |iberally construe the briefs of
pro se litigants, such parties still nust brief the issues and
reasonably conply with the requirenments of FeED. R CQv. P. 28.

Gant v. Cuellar, 59 F.3d 523, 524 (5th Cr. 1995). Cl ai ns not

adequately argued in the body of the brief are deenmed abandoned on

appeal. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th Gr. 1993).

As Villatoro has not briefed any of his clains, we deemthemto
have been abandoned on appeal. |1d.
The district court’s dismssal of the conplaint is AFFI RVED
Villatoro s notion for | eave of court to file a suppl enent and
anended brief pursuant to appellate procedure under Rule 28(j) is

DENI ED.



