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

No. 93-7397
Conf er ence Cal endar

DARI ES F. M TCHELL
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
LEE HOLCOWVB and
Pl CAYUNE, M SSI SSI PPl CI TY
POLI CE DEPARTMENT,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 1:92-CV-4
(March 25, 1994)
Before KING DAVIS, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

A plaintiff cannot file suit in federal court to relitigate

an unfavorable state court ruling. Howell v. Suprene Court of

Texas, 885 F.2d 308, 311-13 (5th Gr. 1989), cert. denied, 496

U S 936 (1990). Daries Mtchell's clainms against forner
Pi cayune, M ssissippi, Police Detective Lee Holconb and the
Pi cayune, M ssissippi Police Departnent are barred by principles

of res judicata. See Howell Hydrocarbons, Inc. v. Adans, 897

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that this opinion should not be published.
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F.2d 183, 188 (5th Gr. 1990); Nlsen v. Gty of Mss Point,

Mss., 701 F.2d 556, 560 (5th G r. 1983).
The Court declines to review Mtchell's allegations of a
conspiracy, which were raised for the first tine in his appellate

reply brief. See NL.RB. v. Cal-Miine Farns, Inc., 998 F. 2d

1336, 1342 (5th Gr. 1993). Mtchell's notion to submt newy
di scovered evidence relative to the conspiracy issue is therefore
DENI ED

AFFI RVED.



