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

No. 97-40888
Summary Cal endar

Rl CHARD OWENS
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

SM TH COUNTY TEXAS; SM TH COUNTY JAI L;
TYLER POLI CE DEPARTMENT,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:96-CV-994
‘September 25, 1998
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM JONES, and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ri chard Onens, Texas prisoner # 780697, appeals fromthe
district court’s judgnent dismssing his civil rights conpl ai nt
brought pursuant to 42 U . S.C. § 1983. Onens contends that:

1) the district court erred by granting the city of Tyler’s
nmotion to dismss pursuant to Fed. R CGv. P. 12(b)(6); 2) that
the district court abused its discretion by dism ssing Onens’

claimagainst Smth County and the Smth County Jail pursuant to

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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28 U.S.C. 8 1915A(b); 3) that the district court erred by denying

Onens’ notion to anmend his conplaint; and 4) that the district
court abused its discretion by denying Omens’ discovery notions.
We have reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties, and we
AFFIRM the district court’s dismssal for essentially the sane

reasons adopted by the district court. See Omens v. Smth County

et al., No. 6:96¢cv994 (E.D. Tex. Jul. 11, 1997).

Onens’ notion for the appoi ntnent of counsel and his notion
to strike the appellees’ brief are DEN ED

JUDGMENT AFFI RVED; MOTI ONS DENI ED



