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

No. 97-40852
Summary Cal endar

ROY JON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

vVer sus
WAYNE SCOTT, Director

Texas Departnent of Crimnal Justice,
Institutional D vision, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:96-CV-960

, March 18, 1998
Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Roy Jon, a Texas prisoner (# 626840), appeals the district
court’s dismssal as frivolous of his pro se, in forma pauperis
(IFP) 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 action in which he alleged that the

defendants retaliated against him for filing grievances; filed

false disciplinary reports against him threatened and verbally

Pursuant to 5th Gr. 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 CGr. R
47.5. 4.
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abused him inproperly forfeited his good-tine credits; and deni ed
hima neal; a shower, and cl ean cl ot hes.

Jon's waived his claim regarding good-tine credits by not
briefing it on appeal. Yohey v. Collins, 985 F. 2d 222, 224-25 (5th
Cr. 1993). Jon's suppl enental and anended briefs should not have
been filed as they are not authorized under the Federal Rules of
Appel l ate Procedure or the rules of this court. See FeED. R APP.
P. 28(a), (c), (j); 5THQR R 28.4. They are STRI CKEN

Jon argues that the nagistrate judge i nproperly denied | eave
to file a second anended conplaint and that the district court
abused its discretion by dismssing his suit. W have reviewed the
record and Jon's allegations, and we conclude that the district
court did not abuse its discretion by dismssing Jon’s § 1983
action as frivolous. Siglar v. H ghtower, 112 F.3d 191, 193 (5th
CGr. 1997).

Because Jon’s argunents of error are wholly w thout nerit,
this appeal is frivolous and is DI SM SSED. See Howard v. King, 707
F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983); 5THCQR R 42.2.

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO AMEND THE INTIAL BRI EF DEN ED

SUPPLEMENTAL BRI EFS STRI CKEN, APPEAL DI SM SSED



