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PER CURI AM *

Barry D. Tronblay appeals the dism ssal, pursuant to FED. R
Gv. P. 12(b)(1), for lack of subject matter jurisdiction over his
action under the Federal Tort dains Act (FTCA. Tr onbl ay
contends: his conplaint, filed over a year after the General

Services Adm nistration (GSA) denied his adm nistrative claim was

Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has detern ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



tinmely because: it was filed within six nonths of the GSA's action
on his “amended” adm nistrative claim(fil ed over nine nonths after
the GSA's denial of his clain); and his workers’ conpensati on case
(previously filed in state court) tolled the FTCA' s statute of
[imtations.

We review de novo Rule 12(b) (1) dismssals. The FTCA is a
wai ver of sovereign imunity; such waivers are construed narrowy.
E.g., Pricev. United States, 69 F.3d 46, 49 (5th G r. 1995), cert.
denied, 519 U. S. 927 (1996). Tronblay had six nonths fromthe date
of the GSA's denial of his claimto file this action. 28 U S.C. 8§
2401(b). Because he filed it nore than six nonths after the GSA
denied his claim and because he cites no authority that woul d have
enabled himto anend his admnistrative claimafter a final agency
denial, his contention fails. Additionally, filing a state
wor kers’ conpensation claimhas no effect onthe FTCA's | imtations
peri od. See Childers v. United States, 442 F.2d 1299 (5th Gr.

1971); Mendiola v. United States, 401 F.2d 695 (5th Cr. 1968).
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