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

No. 98-40081
Conf er ence Cal endar

CHARLES P. CHUMBLEY,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

UNI DENTI FI ED FERGUSON, Nur se,
Br adshaw State Jail,

Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:97-CV-797
© August 18, 1998
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and JONES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Charl es P. Chunbl ey, Texas prisoner # 764038, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S . C. § 1983 action as
frivolous pursuant to 28 U S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(i) and (ii).
Chunbl ey’ s position on appeal is that Nurse Ferguson |ied when
she said nothing was wong with him Chunbley’s brief contains
no record citations, no citation to relevant |egal authority, and

no identification of any error in the district court’s factual

conclusions or legal analysis. Although this court liberally

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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construes the briefs of pro se litigants, pro se parties nust
still brief the issues and conply with the standards of Rule 28

of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. Gant v. Cuellar,

59 F.3d 523, 524 (5th Cr. 1995). The Federal Rules of Appellate
Procedure require the parties to provide references to the record
to support statenments of fact. Fed. R App. P. 28(a)(4); 5th
Cr. R 28.2.3. Rule 28(a)(6) also requires the argunent to
contain citations to the authorities relied on.

Gving Chunbley’s brief the nost |iberal construction, at
nost he argues m sdi agnosi s and negligence. Unsuccessful nedical
treatnent, acts of negligence, neglect, or nedical mal practice
are insufficient to give rise to a 8 1983 cause of action.

Varnado v. Lynaugh, 920 F.2d 320, 321 (5th Cr. 1991). Nor is a

prisoner's disagreenent with his nedical treatnent sufficient to
state a claimunder 8§ 1983. |d.

Chunbl ey’ s appeal is DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLQUS for failure to
conply with the rules requiring citations to the record and

relevant | egal authority, see More v. FDIC, 993 F. 2d 106, 107

(5th Gr. 1993), and for failure to identify any error by the
district court. Gant, 59 F.3d at 524-25.
APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS



