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

No. 97-10679
Conf er ence Cal endar

RONALD J. HOLLEMAN,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

M CHAEL G LLETT; MARY LUDW G
DALLAS COUNTY COWM SSI ONERS COURT; HENRY WADE

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:96-CV-3320-G
Decenber 10, 1997
Bef ore BARKSDALE, BENAVI DES, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Havi ng reviewed Hol | eman’s argunents and the record on

appeal, we hereby deny Holleman’s notion to anend his conpl aint.
We affirmthe district court’s dism ssal of Holleman's 42 U. S. C.

8§ 1983 action for substantially the sane reasons adopted by the

district court. Holleman v. Gllett, 3:96-CV-3320-G (N. D. Tex.

May 19, 1997).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



