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No. 21-30140 

Keith Smeaton, former federal prisoner # 75242-011, and a native and 

citizen of the United Kingdom, seeks review of the district court’s January 

22, 2021 denial of his “motion for reconsideration.”  This motion concerned 

Smeaton’s objection to the entry on the district court docket sheet of our 

December 15, 2020 order dismissing one of Smeaton’s prior appeals for want 

of prosecution based on his failure to timely file a brief. 

Smeaton’s appellate briefing is nothing more than an attempt to 

challenge the district court’s April 2020 denial of postjudgment relief and to 

reargue the merits of his civil rights claims.  While pro se briefs are liberally 

construed, see Haines v. Kerner, 404 U.S. 519, 520 (1972), even pro se litigants 

must brief arguments in order to preserve them, Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 

222, 224-25 (5th Cir. 1993).  Smeaton’s failure to address the district court’s 

basis for denial of his motion for reconsideration, “without even the slightest 

identification of any error in [the court’s] legal analysis or its application to 

[his] suit . . . is the same as if he had not appealed that” order.  Brinkmann v. 
Dallas Cnty. Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cir. 1987).  

Consequently, he has abandoned any challenge to the district court’s ruling.  

See id. 

Accordingly, the order of the district court is AFFIRMED.  

Smeaton’s motion for appointment of counsel on appeal is DENIED. 
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