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ver sus
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USDC No. 03- CV- 2411

Before DAVIS, SMTH and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~
Proceeding pro se, plaintiffs Patricia Evans and Authurine

Bri son appeal the district court’s dism ssal of their clai magainst

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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t he Housing Authority of New Ol eans (“HANO ), and HANO enpl oyees
M. Carnmen F. Valenti, M. Catherine Lanberg, and M. Cynthia
W ggi ns. Plaintiffs allege that defendants violated their
constitutional rights by building and operating their subsidized
housi ng on a waste site, thus creating horrible living conditions,
and “retaliating” against plaintiffs. Al t hough plaintiffs’
original conplaint did not cite 42 US. C. 8§ 1983, the district
court construed their pro se conpliant liberally and found that
their allegations m ght be construed as bei ng brought under 8§ 1983.

The district court gave plaintiffs the opportunity to anend
their conplaint against M. Carnen F. Valenti, WM. Catherine
Lanberg and Ms. Cynthia Wggins, all enployees of the Housing
Authority of New Oleans, to plead facts sufficient to overcone
their defense of qualified immunity. See Schultea v. Wod, 47 F. 3d
1427 (5th Gr. 1995). After considering all of plaintiffs’
subsequent filings the district court found that plaintiffs had not
pl eaded facts sufficient to make out such a claim or any other
federal claim and dism ssed their clains with prejudice.

Upon a review of the record we find that plaintiffs have not
all eged facts sufficient to establish any federal cause of action
and the district court therefore properly dism ssed their clains.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



