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

No. 00-60701
Conf er ence Cal endar

EDWARD DANI EL,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

UNKNOAN BRADLEY, VWarden; UNKNOAN SCOTT, Counsel or;
VWARDEN HUGHES, Assi stant Warden; UNKNOM BUIE, Oficer,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

EDWARD DANI EL,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

JODY BRADLEY; KNEZI E HUGHES, al so known as Unknown Hughes;
O BUE, also known as Unknown Bui e; LEON PERRY; WLLIE
O SCOIT, Counsel or,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissippi
USDC No. 5:99-CV-41-Brs

No. 5:99-CV-4-Brs

February 21, 2002
Before JOLLY, JONES, and BENAVIDES, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Edward Daniel (“Daniel”), M ssissippi state prisoner

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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# 42550, appeals the district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S. C
§ 1983 civil rights conplaint. Daniel challenges the credibility
determ nations of the nmagistrate judge, and he argues that
the district court dismssed his conplaint because he is
i ncarcer at ed.

This court does not re-evaluate the credibility of

W tnesses. See Wllianms v. Fab-Con, Inc., 990 F.2d 228, 230 (5th

Cr. 1993); see also Martin v. Thomas, 973 F.2d 449, 453 n.3 (5th

Cr. 1992). Daniel’s argunent that the district court dism ssed
hi s conpl ai nt because he is incarcerated |acks nerit because the
district court did not dismss Daniel’s conplaint because of his
i ncarceration.

AFFI RVED.



