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

No. 93-1514
Conf er ence Cal endar

RAMON X. EVANS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

TARRANT COUNTY SHERI FF' S
DEPARTMENT,

Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:92-CV-651-A
August 18, 1993
Before JOLLY, JONES, and DUHE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ramon X. Evans filed a pro se, in forma pauperis (IFP) 42
U S C 8 1983 conplaint against the Tarrant County Sheriff's
Departnent; Warden Skidnore; the associate wardens; the mailroom
supervisor; the health admnistrator; and the grievance officer.
The district court dismssed the conplaint as frivolous, and this
Court affirnmed the judgnent to the extent it held that habeas
corpus is the appropriate federal renmedy for Evans's ineffective-

assi st ance-of -counsel claim but vacated and remanded the

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that this opinion should not be published.
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judgnent to permt Evans's to anend his conplaint to the extent

he alleged colorable civil rights clainms. Evans v. Tarrant

County Sheriff's Dep't, No. 92-1894 (5th Gr. Mar. 1, 1993)

(unpubl i shed).

On remand the district court ordered Evans to anmend his
conplaint to nane the specific individuals who all egedly deprived
hi mof his constitutional rights and to develop a factual basis
for his clainms. In response Evans filed an anmendnent nam ng the
i ndi viduals who allegedly violated his constitutional rights, but
failed to provide any factual details to support his allegations.
The district court dismssed the conplaint wthout prejudice for
failure to conply with the court order.

A district court may sua sponte dism ss an action for

failure to prosecute or to conply with any court order. Fed. R

Cv. P. 41(b); MCullough v. Lynaugh, 835 F.2d 1126, 1127 (5th

Cir. 1988). This Court reviews a Rule 41(b) dism ssal for an
abuse of discretion. [|d.

The district court did not abuse its discretion by
di sm ssing Evans's conpl aint w thout prejudice. Evans failed to
conply with the court's order to provide a factual basis for his
constitutional clains. Significantly, the district court noted
that Evans woul d not be tine-barred fromreasserting his clains
i n an appropriate nmanner.

AFFI RVED.



