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

No. 93-7030
Conf er ence Cal endar

EARL LEE WRI GHT,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
DOTY ANDERSQN, et al.
Def endant - Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. CA-J86-0573(B)
~ August 20, 1993
Before JOLLY, JONES, and DUHE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

On appeal, Earl Lee Wight argues the substantive issues of
his 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 conplaint, which has |ong since been
admnistratively closed after this Court dism ssed the appeal for
want of prosecution for failure to file a brief on Novenber 15,
1989. He does not challenge whether the district court properly
entered an order dismssing his objections to the magistrate
judge filed in February 1990. Consequently, he does not address

the proper issue on appeal. See Brinkmann v. Abner, 813 F.2d

744, 748 (5th Gr. 1987). The appeal is DI SM SSED as frivol ous.

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



See 5th CGir.

R 42.2.



