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

No. 97-10699
Conf er ence Cal endar

ASADI SHAMSI DEEN
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
THE STATE OF TEXAS ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court

for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:97-CV-1092-X

June 16, 1998
Before DAVIS, PARKER, and DENNIS, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Asadi Shansi deen appeals the district court’s dismssal for

failure to state a claimof his pro se, in fornma pauperis civi

rights lawsuit, pursuant to 42 U S.C. 8 1983. Even giving his
appellate brief the liberal construction afforded pro se

pl eadi ngs, "™ Shansi deen does not address the issues of absolute
or El eventh- Amendnent immunity in his appellate brief. See id.,

passim He has therefore waived any argunent chall engi ng the

Pursuant to 5THGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.

" Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519, 521 (1972).
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district court’s conclusion that the appellees are i nmune from

suit. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Cr.

1993); Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F. 2d

744, 748 (5th Gr. 1987)(issues not asserted on appeal are
abandoned). Because Shansideen fails to challenge the district
court’s dismssal of his illegal-detention claim that claimis
| i kew se abandoned. 1d. Further, because his |awsuit was
dismssed for failure to state a claimprior to service on the
appel I ants, Shansi deen’s argunent that he is entitled to a
default judgnent is neritless. See 28 U S.C. § 1915A

Shansi deen’ s appeal is without arguable nerit and is thus

frivolous. Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th GCr. 1983).

Because it is frivolous, it is DDOSMSSED. 5th Cr. R 42. 2.

We caution Shansi deen that any additional frivol ous appeal s
filed by himor on his behalf will invite the inposition of
sanctions. To avoid sanctions, Shansideen is further cautioned
to review any pending appeals to ensure that they do not raise
argunents that are frivol ous.

Shansi deen’s notions for default judgnent, damages, and the
appoi nt ment of counsel are DEN ED

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED; MOTI ONS DENI ED



