IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 01-31153
Summary Cal endar

CHARLES POCL; AARON WARD,

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
vVer sus

SABRIA J. HILL, Police Chief; SAM JONES,
Mayor, Gty of Franklin; CTY OF FRANKLI N,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
(00- CV- 1111)
 June 27, 2002
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Plaintiffs-Appellants, Charles Pool and Aaron Wird, black
mal es who currently or fornerly served as police officers in
Franklin, Louisiana, appeal the district court’s grants of sunmary
judgnent dismssing their federal and state clains that are too
nunmerous to reiterate here. It suffices that all arose fromor are
connected with Pool’s | ong-term on agai n/off agai n, adulterous and

consensual sexual affair with Chief HIl, which cormmenced prior to

Pool " s being hired by Franklin as a policeman. Ward' s cl ai ns have

Pursuant to 5THGOR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



the sanme origin, albeit sonmewhat |less directly, by virtue of his
havi ng been Pool’ s police partner.

The district court issued a 26-page Menorandum Ruling,
pai nst aki ngl y addressi ng and anal yzi ng each of the cl ai ns advanced
by Pool and Ward, carefully discussing the inplications of each,
and thoroughly explicating the applicable |aw In Iight of the
district court’s patient and conprehensi ve anal ysi s and di sposition
of all clains, nothing would be gained —and judicial resources
wasted — by our witing independently: Utimtely, we would
merely reiterate the reasoning of the district court and would
reach precisely the sane conclusions as did that court. | t
suffices that our de novo review of the record on appeal, the
briefs, and the district court’s rulings in this case convinces us
that the dism ssals of all clains asserted by Pool and by Ward were
legally correct, as are the reasons given by that court in its
Menor andum Rul i ng. For essentially the sane reasons set forth by
the district court, therefore, all rulings, orders, and judgnents
appeal ed from by Pool and Ward are, in every respect,

AFFI RVED.



