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

No. 01-60321
Summary Cal endar

SAM BOVERS; KATI E RENE PERRONE; M CHELLE O HARA; JEFF
REXROAD; SHAWN RI CHARD O HARA,

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
ver sus
M KE MOORE; STATE OF M SSI SSIPPI, c/o M ke Moore,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 2:00-CV-54-PG

February 6, 2002
Bef ore DAVI S, BENAVI DES and STEWART, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Sam Bowers, Mchelle O Hara, Jeff Rexroad, and Shawn Ri chard
O Hara (“Appellants”) appeal the district court’s dism ssa
W thout prejudice of their 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 conplaint. The
conpl aint was di sm ssed because 1) it was a m xed petition; 2)
service of process was untinely; and 3) service of process by
certified mail was insufficient.

Appel l ants chall enge only the finding that service of
process by certified mail was insufficient. However, Appellants

have failed to brief the relevant issue, as they has provided

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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nei t her argunment nor authorities to show that the district court

erred in dismssing their suit. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F. 2d

222, 225 (5th Cr. 1993); Fed. R App. P. 28(a)(9). Accordingly,
this appeal is dismssed as frivolous. 5THCR R 42. 2.
Appel l ants have also filed a reply brief in which they noved this
court to strike the brief filed by the Appellees. That notion to
strike is DEN ED

APPEAL DI SM SSED AS FRIVOLOUS. 5THQGR R 42.2. MOTION TO
STRI KE APPELLEES BRI EF DEN ED



