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

No. 01-30443
Conf er ence Cal endar

CRAI G A, SI NGLETON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
NEW ORLEANS PCLI CE DEPARTIMENT;
HARRY CONNI CK; W LLARD HILL, JR
TYRONE VAIL; JOSEPH W LLI AMS; DONALD POKE

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 01-Cv-231-L

Decenber 11, 2001
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Craig Singleton appeals the district court’s dismssal of
his 42 U S.C. 8 1983 conplaint for failure to state a clai mupon
which relief could be granted. Singleton’s attenpt to
i ncorporate by reference his district court habeas corpus

petition is insufficient to preserve error. See Perillo v.

Johnson, 79 F.3d 441, 443 n.1 (5th Cr. 1996). Singleton has not
filed an appellate brief containing |egal argunent explaining why

the district court’s deci sion was error. He has therefore wai ved

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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that issue on appeal. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225
(5th Gr. 1993).

This appeal is without arguable nerit and is 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.
APPEAL DI SM SSED



