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

No. 00-30808
Conf er ence Cal endar

JOSEPH C. HARRI S,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
RI CHARD L. STALDER; BURL CAIN, R DWAYNE MCFATTER;
EDMUNDO GUTI ERREZ; GREM LION, Dr.; MORE, Dr.; MERS, Dr.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 00-CVv-172-C

 February 14, 2001
Before SM TH, BARKSDALE, and EM LIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Joseph C. Harris, Louisiana state prisoner # 118642, appeals
the district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S. C § 1983 civil
rights actions as frivolous and for failure to state a claim
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e). |In particular, Harris contends
that the district court erred in determning that his case was
time-barred.

Normal |y, when a conplaint is dismssed for failure to state

a claimbased on its being tine-barred, review is de novo.

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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



No. 00-30808
-2

Bazrowx v. Scott, 136 F.3d 1053, 1054 (5th Gr. 1998). However,

because Harris did not file objections to the nagistrate judge's
report and recommendation, we review the findings accepted by the

district court for plain error. Douglass v. United Services

Auto. Ass’n, 79 F.3d 1415, 1428-29 (5th G r. 1996)(en banc).

We have reviewed the record and brief submtted by Harris
and find that the district court did not plainly err in

determning that Harris's federal conplaint was tine-barred. See

Burge v. Parish of St. Tammany, 996 F.2d 786, 788 (5th Cr.
1993); Elzy v. Roberson, 868 F.2d 793, 794-95 (5th GCr. 1989).

Accordingly, the district court’s dismssal of Harris’s suit as
frivolous and for failure to state a claimpursuant to 28 U S. C

§ 1915(e) is AFFI RVED.



