IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 96-30782
Summary Cal endar

JO ANNE CARTER,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS
JAIL OF CADDO PARI SH, et al .,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
(94- CV-926-9S)

) Novenber 7, 1996
Before SM TH, DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Jo Anne Carter appeals the dismssal, as frivolous under
28 U.S.C. 8 1915(e)(2)(B)(i), of her prisoner's civil rights suit.
She al | eged a nyri ad of constitutional violations, including denial
of access to the courts, denial of visiting privileges with her

children, deprivation of property, denial of nedical care, denial

* Pursuant to 5w Gr R 47.5, the court has determined that this opinion
should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5mGr R 47.5.4.



of her right to practice religion, conditions of confinenent,
harassnent, and verbal abuse. She also alleged cl ai ns based on the
treatnment received by other inmates.

On appeal, Carter does little nore than provi de a concl usi onal
list of some of the clains she asserted in the district court. She
provides no facts in support or argunents in opposition to the
di sm ssal .

Even pro se litigants nust brief argunents in order to
preserve them Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr.
1993). | ssues not raised or briefed on appeal are deened aban-
doned. Evans v. City of Marlin, Tex., 986 F.2d 104, 106 n.1 (5th
CGr. 1993).

Accordingly, the appeal is DI SMSSED as frivol ous. See

5TH R R 42.2. Al pending notions are DEN ED.?

! Gven the lack of substantive nerit of this appeal, we preternit the
qguestion of the applicability of the Prison Litigation Reform Act of 1995.
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