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

No. 98-20671
Conf er ence Cal endar

OLALUVADE BAM DELE
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

THE G TY OF HOUSTON POLI CE
DEPARTMENT; THE CI TY OF HOUSTON

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas

USDC No. H- 96-CV-3823

June 15, 1999
Before EMLIO M GARZA, BENAVI DES, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

d al umade Bam del e, Texas prisoner # 684802, appeals from
the district court’s dismssal of his 42 U . S.C. § 1983 conpl ai nt
as duplicative and thus nmalicious. Bam dele asserts for the
first tinme on appeal that he did not receive a conplete copy of
the district court’s order of dismssal. The record does not
reflect any attenpt by Bamidele to obtain a copy of the order

even though he received notice of the court’s dism ssal and

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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tinely filed a notice of appeal. Bamdele also refers to Fed. R

Cv. P. 2 and 4, but he has failed to explain how the district
court violated these rules. Fed. R App. P. 28(a)(8). Bamdele
has not denonstrated that the district court abused its
discretion in dismssing his conplaint pursuant to 28 U S. C

8§ 1915(e). Bailey v. Johnson, 846 F.2d 1019, 1021 (5th G

1988). Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is
AFFI RVED.



