UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 96-40706
Summary Cal endar

TONY RAY JONES,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

VERSUS

WAYNE SCOTT; UNI DENTI FI ED YOUNG Warden, Robertson Unit;
UNI DENTI FI ED BELL, Warden, Robertson Unit; UN DENTI FI ED STEPHENS,
Maj or, Robertson Unit, UN DENTIFIED WEBB, Lt., Robertson Unit;
ALTON D. CASKEY, Warden, M chael Unit: JAMES SHERI DAN, CO M chael
Unit; JAMES W NASH, CO, M chael Unit; M CHAEL MCCALLERY, CO, 111,
M chael Unit; LEANOR RCSIER, CO I11, Mchael Unit,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Eastern District of Texas
(6:95- CV-830)

November 1, 1996

Before SM TH, DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

Tony Ray Jones, Texas state prisoner ##597240, appeals from
the district court’s dismssal of his civil rights conplaint for

failure to obey a court order pursuant to Fed. R Cv. P. 41(b).

1Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the Court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



Because Jones does not address the basis for the district court’s
dismssal in his appellate brief, however, his challenge to the

di sm ssal is deened abandoned on appeal. See Yohey v. Collins, 985

F.2d 222, 225 (5th Gr. 1993). Neither does Jones adequately brief
his clains that the district court erred by denying his notion for
the appointnment of counsel, that the district court erred by
denying his notion for a prelimnary injunction, that the district
court erred by severing a portion of his clainms, and that the court

erred by denying his notion for discovery. These clains are also

deened abandoned on appeal. See id. Jones’ argunent that he was
entitled to a second Spears? hearing is wthout nerit. The

magi strate judge notified Jones after the initial hearing that if
he fil ed an anended conpl ai nt, the court woul d eval uat e t he anended
conplaint and determ ne whether an anended Spears hearing was
necessary. Jones chose not to file an anended conplaint.
Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is affirned.

AFFI RVED.

2Spears v. MCotter, 766 F.2d 179 (5th Cr. 1985).
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