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

No. 96-40700 cons/w
No. 96-40920
Summary Cal endar

FELDON BONNER, 11,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

Ver sus
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF CRI M NAL JUSTI CE;

VWAYNE SCOIT, Director; J. COLLINS, Director
C. DE LA VEGA; J. MCAULI FFE; W LAZENBY;

T. PONELL: A. DAVIS, Lieutenant, ET AL.

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. C-95-CV-658

April 11, 1997
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER and BENAVI DES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Fel don Bonner, Il, Texas state prisoner # 524141, appeals
the denial of his notions for a prelimnary injunction, for
appoi nt nent of counsel, for a court-appointed psychiatrist, for a

psychi atric exam nation, for a court-appointed physician, for a

physi cal / medi cal exam nation, for assignnent of the U S. Attorney

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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Ceneral and an investigator, for the U S. Attorney Ceneral to
issue a civil investigative demand, and for victinlwtness
protection. Bonner has filed a notion for |eave to proceed in

forma pauperis (I FP) on appeal. The notion for |eave to appeal

| FP i s GRANTED. Because Bonner has no funds in his prison trust-
fund account, no initial partial filing fee is required. See 28
U S C 8§ 1915(b)(4). Bonner shall nmake nonthly paynents of
twenty percent of the preceding nonth’s incone credited to his
account. See 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(b)(2). The agency havi ng custody
of Bonner is directed to forward paynents fromhis prisoner
account to the clerk of the district court each tine the anount
in his account exceeds $10 until the filing fee of $105 is paid.
See id.

Bonner abandoned his appeal of the denial of his notions for
a court-appointed psychiatrist, for a psychiatric exam nation,
for a court-appoi nted physician, for a physical/nedical
exam nation, for assignnent of the U S. Attorney General and an
i nvestigator, for the U S. Attorney CGeneral to issue a civi
i nvestigative demand, and for victimw tness protection by

failing to adequately brief these issues. Yohey v. Collins, 985

F.2d 222, 225 (5th Gr. 1993); see also Brinkmann v. Dallas

County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987).

Because Bonner does not address on appeal the reasons for the
district court's action in denying his notion for a prelimnary

i njunction, he has abandoned that issue on appeal. Brinknann,
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813 F.2d at 748. The district court did not abuse its discretion
i n denying Bonner’s notion for appointnment of counsel as

premature. See U ner v. Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 212 (5th Cr

1982). This appeal is wthout arguable nerit and thus frivol ous.

See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th Cr. 1983).

| FP GRANTED, APPEAL DI SM SSED. See 5th Cr. R 42.2.



