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

No. 02-60256
Summary Cal endar

VERONI CA MCCALLUP,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
K-9 UNI'T; UNKNOAN W LLI AVS,
Li eut enant; PEGGY MCENTEE;
JOHN DOCE,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:02-CV-174-BN

August 30, 2002
Before H G3d NBOTHAM DAVIS, and EMLIO M GARZA, G rcuit Judges

PER CURI AM *

Veroni ca McCal |l up, M ssissippi state prisoner # K1256,
appeal s the district court’s dismssal of her civil rights
conplaint as duplicative. She asserts that she is conplaining
about unconstitutional acts occurring after she had filed her
prior conpl aints.

McCal lup’s al l egations and argunents indicate that she has

raised the clains made in her instant conplaint in her prior

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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lawsuits. MCallup has failed to denonstrate that the district
court abused its discretion in dismssing her conplaint as

mal i ci ous based on its being duplicative. See Bailey v. Johnson,

846 F.2d 1019, 1021 (5th Cr. 1988).

McCallup is also raising a nunber of clains that were not
raised in her original conplaint. These include clains that
1) she is being illegally detained to cover up her kidnapping by
county officials; 2) she was sexually harassed by the renoval of
her clothing prior to her receiving injections; 3) videotapes
were made of her nude body; 4) she was denied access to the
courts and her lawyer; and 5) she was m streated based on her
race and national origin.

These i ssues need not be considered on appeal because they
were not pleaded in McCallup’'s conplaint and do not involve

purely | egal questions. See Burch v. Coca-Cola Co., 119 F. 3d

305, 319 (5th Gr. 1997); Kelly v. Foti, 77 F.3d 819, 822 (5th

Gir. 1996).

AFFI RVED.



