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PER CURI AM *

Charlie Taylor, M ssissippi prisoner # R6798, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his civil rights conplaint under
42 U . S.C. § 1983 for failure to exhaust adm ni strative renedies.

Tayl or argues that he exhausted his adm nistrative renedies.
In support of this argunent, he contends only that he “filed
several grievances and Rule Violation Report(s) appeals to
def endant Larry Hardy who rejected themor ignored thempursuant to

Mss. CooE ANN. 8§ 47-5-801, MDOC policy 20-08-01. See (Ates v.

" Pursuant to 5THOR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Collier, et al No. GC71-CV-6-S-D, Order dated February 15, 1994.”
Taylor further asserts that “[t]he rejection and ignoring of
Taylor’ s grievances and rul e viol ati on report appeal s has satisfied
t he exhausti on requirenent under 42 U. S.C. § 1997e(a).” Tayl or does
not give any specifics concerning his “rejected” or “ignored’
grievances, nor does he explain how he exhausted adm nistrative
remedies by filing those grievances. Therefore, he has abandoned

the only issue before this court. See Hughes v. Johnson, 191 F. 3d

607, 612-13 (5th Cr. 1999).
Taylor’s appeal is wthout arguable nerit and is thus

frivolous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 220 (5th Cr. 1983).

Accordingly, we DISMSS his appeal as frivolous. 5THCGR R 42.2.



