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

No. 97-30807
Summary Cal endar

SHANE DANTONI ,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
CI TY OF NEW ORLEANS; ET AL.,

Def endant s,
CITY OF NEW ORLEANS; GARY CALICO Individually and in his
capacity as an Oficer of the New Ol eans Police Departnent; FRED
FATH, Individually and in his capacity as an Oficer of the New
Ol eans Police Departnent; LIONEL HAYNES, Individually and in his
official capacity as an Oficer of the New Ol eans Police
Depart nent,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 96- CV- 3083

February 16, 1998
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~
Shane Dantoni appeal s the sunmary-judgnent dism ssal of his
civil rights clains against the City of New O leans (the “Cty”"),

pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983, for use of excessive force by

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Oficer Gary Calico during the course of his arrest in March
1996."" Dantoni argues that the nmagistrate judge erred in
dismssing his lawsuit after concluding that he had failed to
create a genuine issue of fact regarding the existence of a

muni ci pal policy which caused Oficer Calico to violate his civil
rights. W have reviewed the briefs and the record and affirm
for essentially the sane reasons stated by the nagi strate judge.

See Board of County Commirs of Bryan County, Okl ahoma v. Brown,

117 S. C. 1382, 1386-90 (1997).

AFF| RMED.

" Dantoni’s lawsuit also included several state-|aw causes
of action. Because he does not raise the issue of the disnissal
of these clains on appeal, we decline to address them Baker v.
Putnal, 75 F.3d 190, 200 (5th Cr. 1996).



