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

No. 96-60210
Summary Cal endar

JAMES HARBI N,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
ROSI E WASHI NGTON, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3:95CVv84-B-A

, August 20, 1996
Before SM TH, DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Janes Harbin appeals the dismssal of his 42 U S. C. § 1983
civil rights action. He contends that the affidavit of Oficer
Mur phree al one, w thout substantiation by physical evidence, was
insufficient to establish probable cause for the search of his
resi dence. Mirphree’s affidavit was conpetent sunmary judgnment

evi dence and established probable cause for the search, and

Har bin’s concl usional allegations of fabricated evidence are not

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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sufficient to overcone defendant’s sunmary judgnent evi dence.

Celotex Corp. v. Catrett, 477 U.S. 317, 322 (1986).

Def endant s Rosi e Washi ngton, Theresa Files, and the G enada
Pol i ce Departnment were not nanmed in Harbin's anended conpl ai nt,
whi ch superseded his original conplaint, and so they were no
| onger parties to the civil action and are not parties to this

appeal. Boelens v. Redman Hones, Inc., 759 F.2d 504, 508 (5th

Gir. 1985).

AFFI RVED.



