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

No. 94-10303
Conf er ence Cal endar

TROY DEWAYNE EVANS
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

DAVI D KUNKLE and
JOE H. POPE,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:93-CV-192-E
_ (November 16, 1994)
Before JONES, DUHE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Troy Dewayne Evans has appeal ed the dismssal of his civil
rights action against Chief of Police David Kunkle of Arlington,
Texas, and Detective Joe H Pope of the Arlington Police
Departnent. The district court granted the defendants' notion
for summary judgnent, stating reasons in a nmenorandum opi ni on.

Evans has filed an appellate brief in which he lists ten

i ssues. He did not present any substantial argunment or any

citation of authority, however; he did little nore than to

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that this opinion should not be published.
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restate his issues. He nmade no effort to show why the district
court's reasons for granting summary judgnent may have been
incorrect. Because Evans has not briefed the rel evant issues,

the district court's judgnent is due to be affirnmed. See Waver

v. Puckett, 896 F.2d 126, 128 (5th Cr.), cert. denied, 498 U S
966 (1990). Furthernore, by not presenting any supporting
authority for his points, Evans has in effect "abandoned [t heni

for the purposes of this appeal."” United States v. Heacock, 31

F.3d 249, 258 (5th Cr. 1994).
AFFI RVED.



