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

No. 02-30347
Conf er ence Cal endar

LI NSTON ARMAND,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
STATE OF LOU S| ANA,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 02-CV-445-N

~ October 30, 2002
Bef ore DeMOSS, BENAVI DES, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Li nston Armand, Loui siana prisoner # 100902, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S . C. § 1983 action as
frivolous and for failure to state a claim Armand contends that
the State of Louisiana violated his right to due process by
failing to informhimof the Anti-terrorismand Effective Death

Penalty Act’s (“AEDPA’) one-year statute of limtations for

filing a federal petition for habeas corpus.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Nei ther the United States Constitution nor any federal
statute requires a state or any state official to notify a person
convicted in state court of the AEDPA' s one-year |imtations
period for filing a federal habeas petition. The district court
correctly dismssed Armand’s 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 conpl ai nt as
frivolous and for failure to state a claim See 28 U.S. C

88 1915(e)(2)(B)(i) and (ii); Siglar v. H ghtower, 112 F.3d 191,

193 (5th Cr. 1997); Harris v. Hegmann, 198 F.3d 153, 156 (5th

Cr. 1999).
The di sm ssal of Armand’s conplaint by the district court

counts as a strike under 28 U S.C. § 1915(g). See Adepegba V.

Hammons, 103 F. 3d 383, 387 (5th Cr. 1996). Armand is cautioned
that if he accunmul ates three strikes, he will no | onger be

allowed to proceed in fornma pauperis in any civil action or

appeal filed while he is detained or incarcerated in any facility
unl ess he is under imm nent danger of serious physical injury.
See 28 U . S.C. § 1915(9).

AFFI RVED.  SANCTI ON WARNI NG | SSUED.



