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

No. 93-3398
Conf er ence Cal endar

ANCELA LUCI LLE HI LL ET AL.,

Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
ver sus
UNI TED STATES ARMY CORPS OF ENG NEERS,
DEPARTMENT COF THE ARMY
t hrough M CHAEL P. W STONE
SECRETARY OF THE ARMY,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. CA 93-357 F
(March 23, 1994)

Before KING DAVIS, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The district court's dism ssal of the suit was correct.

See Johansen v. United States, 343 U S. 427, 72 S.Ct. 849, 96

L. Ed. 1051 (1952); Patterson v. United States, 359 U S. 495, 79
S.Ct. 936, 3 L.Ed.2d 971 (1959); Anell v. United States, 384 U.S.

158, 86 S.Ct. 1384, 16 L.Ed.2d 445 (1966); Johnson v. United

States, 402 F.2d 778 (5th Gr. 1968), cert. denied, 394 U S. 930

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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(1969); Flippo v. Tennessee Valley Auth., 486 F.2d 612 (5th Cr
1973) .

The appeal is without arguable nerit and thus frivol ous.

Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983). Because

the appeal is frivolous, it is DISMSSED. 5th Cr. R 42.2.



