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

No. 92-5249
Summary Cal endar

EDWARD EARL BLAKE,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

VERSUS
BOLI VAR BI SHOP, et al .,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
(92 CV 0265)

Oct ober 6, 1993
Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Edwar d Bl ake appeal s the dism ssal, as frivolous, of his state
prisoner's civil rights suit brought pursuant to 42 U S.C. § 1983.
Bl ake states that, in an effort not to over-burden this court with
repetitious argunent, he submts his objections to the nagistrate
judge's report and recommendati on as his argunent on i ssues one and

two of his brief. 1In Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th

" Local Rule 47.5.1 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 deternined
that this opinion should not be published.



Cr. 1993), we held that the pro se appel | ant abandoned sone of his
appel l ate argunents by failing to argue themin the body of his
brief. W reach the sane result here. "An [appellant's] original

bri ef abandons all points not nentioned therein . Ni ssho-

lwai Co. v. Qccidental Crude Sales, 729 F.2d 1530, 1539 n.14 (5th

Cir. 1984) (brackets and ellipses in original).
The appeal, accordingly, is DI SM SSED



