UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 95-10673
Summary Cal endar

TOMW J. HAM LTON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

VERSUS

TEXACO, INC., A Texas Corporation and its Chairnmans,
Executives, its Managers, its Agents, Servants, Enpl oyees
and Assigns; GREG TRUE, DI AZ; JI M BOALES, Sheriff,
Individually and in his Oficial Capacity as Sheriff
of Dallas County, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Northern District of Texas
(No. 3:95-CV-366-P)

Decenber 7, 1995

Bef ore THORNBERRY, GARWOOD, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Tommy J. Hamlton appeals the dismssal with prejudice as
frivolous of his action pursuant to 42 U. S.C. 88 1091-1988. He

argues that the district court erred in dismssing his conplaint,

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat 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that this opinion should not be published.



as he states viable 88 1983, 1985, and 1986 cl ai ns. Because he
fails to argue whether he stated clainms under 88 1981, 1982, and
1994, these clains are consi dered abandoned on appeal, and we wl |

not address them See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th

Cr. 1993). W have reviewed the record and find no reversible
error. W affirmfor essentially the sane reasons given by the

district court. Ham lton v. Texaco, No. 95-10673 (N.D. Tex. 19

July, 13, 1995).
AFFI RVED.



