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

No. 94-40915
Summary Cal endar

DARRELL DEWAYNE JOHNSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
S.0O WOODS, Chairman for the
State Classification Conmttee,
Et Al.
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:93-CV-590
(Novenber 11, 1994)
Before SMTH, EM LIO M GARZA, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Darrell Dewayne Johnson seeks to proceed on appeal in forma

pauperis fromthe district court's dismssal wth prejudice of
his civil rights suit. To proceed |FP, Johnson "nust be
economcally eligible, and his appeal nust not be frivolous."

Jackson v. Dallas Police Dep't, 811 F.2d 260, 261 (5th G r. 1986)

(citations omtted). Johnson has failed to submt a conplete
financial affidavit to this Court, although he did submt a

conplete financial affidavit in the district court. Because

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that this opinion should not be published.
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Johnson has failed to raise a non-frivolous issue for appeal, we
need not determ ne whet her Johnson neets the econom c

requi renents to proceed IFP. See Jackson, 811 F.2d at 261

An appel |l ant need not denonstrate a |ikelihood of success on
the nmerits in order to appeal IFP. 1d. The Court will grant |FP
if the appellant has raised "legal points arguable on their
merits. . . ." Id. (quotation and citation omtted). It is
i nappropriate to dismss a claimas frivolous if, wth additional
factual devel opnent, the "allegations nay pass section 1915(d)

muster." Eason v. Thaler, 14 F.3d 8, 10 (5th Cr. 1994).

Johnson's brief acconpanying his application for |IFP on
appeal is virtually unintelligible. To the extent that his brief
can be conprehended, he argues solely the nerits of his
underlying clains and fails to intelligibly address the fact that
his suit was dism ssed for failure to prosecute. Although the
Court liberally construes the briefs of pro se appellants,

argunents nust be briefed to be preserved. Price v. Digita

Equi p. Corp., 846 F.2d 1026, 1028 (5th Cr. 1988). GCenerally,

clains not argued in the body of the brief are abandoned on

appeal, even if the appellant is proceeding pro se. See Yohey v.

Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993). Moreover, the
district court gave Johnson notice that his failure to conply
with the order could result in a dismssal for want of
prosecution as well as anple tine to conply. Because Johnson has

failed to provide this Court with any argunents pertaining to the
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dismssal of his suit for failure to prosecute, he has not shown
that he can present a non-frivol ous issue for appeal.
Thi s appeal presents no issue of arguable nerit and is thus

frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20, (5th G

1983). Because Johnson fails to raise a non-frivol ous |egal

i ssue for appeal, his notion for IFP is DENIED. Jackson, 811
F.2d at 261. Because the appeal is frivolous, it is DI SM SSED
See 5th Gr. R 42. 2.



