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

No. 96-10193
Conf er ence Cal endar

BILLY R CONNCR

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
CHARLES MARMOLEJO, CHARLES
REED, J. KELLER, DALE BROWN,
Warden, FCl, Big Spring, TX;
SANDRA KAZ,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:95-Cv-135
Cct ober 24, 1996
Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, and JOLLY and H G NBOTHAM GCircuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Billy R Connor appeals the sunmary-judgnment dism ssal of

his conplaint pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983. Connor’s § 1983

conplaint is construed as an action brought pursuant to Bivens v.

Si x_Unknown Naned Agents, 403 U. S. 388 (1971), because it alleges

a civil rights violation by federal defendants. See Stephenson

v. Reno, 28 F.3d 26, 26 n.1 (5th Gr. 1994). Connor contends

that the district court erred by granting sunmary j udgnment

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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because he rai sed genuine issues of material fact. W have
reviewed the record and Connor’s brief and AFFIRM the district
court’s grant of sunmary judgnent for essentially the sane

reasons set forth by the district court. Connor v. Marnolejo et

al., No. 1:95-Cv-135 (N.D. Tx. Jan. 29, 1996).

AFFI RVED.



