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

No. 00-60353
Summary Cal endar

DAVI D GRAY,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

DAVI D TURNER, Superi nt endent

Sout hern M ssi ssi ppi Correctional

I nstitution; M CHAEL BERNHARDT, Capt ai n,

Sout hern M ssi ssi ppi Correctional

I nstitution; HUBERT JORDAN, Lieutenant,

Sout hern M ssi ssi ppi Correctional

Institution; JERRY WALLY, Lieutenant,

Sout hern M ssissippi Correctional Institution;
JACKI E LANCASTER, Lieutenant, Southern

M ssi ssippi Correctional Institution;

RANDY ANDERSQN, Lieutenant, Southern M ssi ssi ppi
Correctional Institution; ARTIS BYRD, Sergeant,
Sout hern M ssissippi Correctional Institution;
ANDREW M LLS; ANN REI D, Case Manager,

SHELI A FANCHER, Deputy Warden,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissippi
USDC No. 2-99-CV-64-PC
Novenber 2, 2000
Before DAVIS, JONES, and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
David Gray, M ssissippi prisoner # 01440, appeals fromthe

magi strate judge’s dismssal of his 42 U S.C. § 1983 conpl ai nt

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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for failure to state a claimpursuant to 28 U. S. C
8§ 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii). Gay alleges that the defendants retaliated
against himfor filing a prior civil action.

A dism ssal of an in forma pauperis conplaint for failure to

state a claimpursuant to 8 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii) is reviewed de

novo. See Black v. Warren, 134 F.3d 732, 734 (5th Cr. 1998).

To establish a claimof retaliation, a prisoner nust show “(1) a
specific constitutional right, (2) the defendant’s intent to
retaliate against the prisoner for his or her exercise of that
right, (3) a retaliatory adverse act, and (4) causation.”

McDonald v. Steward, 132 F.3d 225, 231 (5th Gr. 1998).

Gray has failed to allege nore than his personal belief that

he is the victimof retaliation. Johnson v. Rodriquez, 110 F. 3d

299, 310 (5th Cr. 1997). Because Gray has failed to state a
valid claimfor retaliation, the judgnent of the district court

i s AFFI RMVED.



