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

No. 00-40903
Conf er ence Cal endar

BRET CAHI LL, Forner Enpl oyees,
Job Seekers & O her Citizens of
the State of Texas,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

STATE OF TEXAS; M KE SHERI DAN
Jointly & severally,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:00-CV-330
June 13, 2001
Bef ore WENER, DeMOSS, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *
Bret Cahill appeals fromthe district court’s order denying
his notion for injunctive relief. Instead of specifically

addressing the four factors he nust establish in order to prevai

on a request for a prelimnary injunction, see Lakedreans V.
Taylor, 932 F.2d 1103, 1107 (5th Gr. 1991), Cahill argues only
that the district court’s First Amendnent forum anal ysis was
erroneous. The issue of the propriety of a prelimnary

injunction, the only issue before this court, is therefore

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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consi dered abandoned on appeal. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F. 2d

222, 224-25 (5th CGr. 1993). The district court did not abuse
its discretion by denying Cahill’s notion for a prelimnary

i njunction. See Lakedreans, 932 F.2d at 1106.

AFFI RVED.



