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

No. 99-30717
Conf er ence Cal endar

RUSSELL M FRAI SE,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
M CHAEL KELLY, Executive Director of Housing Authority of New
Ol eans (HANO); RONALD MASON, Executive Monitor of the Housing
Aut hority of New Ol eans (HANO ; ANDREW CUOMO, Secretary of HUD,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 98-CV-1863-C

~ June 16, 2000
Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and DUHE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Russell M Fraise, a non-prisoner proceeding pro se and in

forma pauperis (I FP), appeals the district court’s dismssal of

his civil rights conplaint against two officials of the Housing
Aut hority of New Ol eans (HANO and the Secretary of Housing and
Ur ban Devel opnent (HUD).

The district court dismssed Fraise’s conplaint against the
Secretary of HUD wi t hout prejudice based on Fraise’'s failure to

rai se any allegations particular to HUD. The court subsequently

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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di sm ssed the renmai ni ng HANO def endants, concludi ng that Fraise
had no constitutionally protected right to a specific contract
wi t h HANO.

Frai se argues that the district court erred in dismssing
his claimw thout the introduction of any evidence and he asks
whet her a verifiable violation of |aw can be overl ooked by the
court in nmaking a determnation to dismss. He argues that the
cases cited by HANO had no bearing on the charges filed, that the
trial court erred in allow ng HANO to avoi d di scovery, and he
chal | enges the denial of his request for appointed counsel.

Fraise's brief contains no record citations and no citations
to legal authorities. Although this court liberally construes
the briefs of pro se litigants, pro se parties nust still brief
the issues and conply with the standards of Rule 28 of the
Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure. Gant v. Cuellar, 59 F.3d

523, 524 (5th CGr. 1995). The Federal Rules of Appellate
Procedure require the parties to provide references to the page
nunber of the record to support statenents of fact. Fed. R App.
P. 28(a)(7) and (9)(A); 5THCR R 28.2.3. Rule 28(a)(9)(A)

al so requires the argunent to contain citations to the
authorities relied on. Fraise's brief contains no record
citations, no citation to relevant |legal authority, and no
identification of any error in the district court’s | egal
analysis that his allegations, accepted as true, did not state a
due process claim Fraise has not adequately briefed any
argunent relating to the district court’s reasons for dismssal.

Failure by the appellant to identify any error in the district
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court's analysis or application to the facts of the case is the
sane as if the appellant had not appeal ed that judgnent.

Bri nkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744,

748 (5th Gr. 1987).
Frai se’s appeal is inadequately briefed, and we thus DI SM SS

the appeal as frivolous. 5THCR R 42.2.



