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

No. 00- 20555
Conf er ence Cal endar

JAY NOLAN RENOBATO,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
BUREAU OF THE PUBLI C DEBT,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 00-CV-425

 February 13, 2001
Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and EM LIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jay Nol an Renobato appeals the district court’s dismssal of
his conplaint for |ack of subject matter jurisdiction. The
district court dism ssed Renobato’s conpl aint, determ ning that
the United States was the proper party defendant, that the
exception provided in 28 U S.C. § 2680(i) to the Federal Tort
Clains Act’s waiver of sovereign inmunity covered Renobato’s
clains, and that sovereign imunity barred Renobato’s cl ai ns.

Renobat o has not provided an argunent, containing his

“contentions and the reasons for them wth citations to the

Pursuant to 5" CR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5" QR R 47.5. 4.
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authorities and parts of the record on which the appell ant
relies” sufficient to challenge the district court’s reasons for
dismssing his conplaint. Fed. R App. P. 28(a)(9); see

Bri nkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744,
748 (5th Cr. 1987) (general argunents giving only broad
standards of review and not citing to specific errors are
insufficient to preserve issues for appeal). Accordingly, he has
abandoned the issue before the court. See Brinkmann, 813 F.2d at
748.

Even on the nerits, Renobato’ s appeal is w thout arguable
merit and is frivolous. See 28 U S.C. § 2680(i); Howard v. King,
707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Gr. 1983). Because the appeal is
frivolous, it is DISMSSED. See 5th Cr. R 42. 2.

APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS.



