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

No. 02-20180
Conf er ence Cal endar

WARDELL MOORE,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

Rl CK VANDEL; RON NAUVAN, JOHN W W ED;
M KE SUTTON; OFFI CER NOLEN; OFFI CER WYNN,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H- 99- CV-2499

© August 21, 2002

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM DAVI S, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Wardell Moore, Texas inmate # 845237, appeals the di sm ssal
of his civil rights conplaint, filed pursuant to 42 U S. C
8§ 1983, as frivolous under 28 U S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B). Moore
argues that he was denied access to the courts because i nadequate
time in the library caused himnot to be able to research | aw

relative to the statute of limtations in his pending civil

rights claimthat was dism ssed as tine-barred. Because Moore

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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did not allege that the defendants prevented himfromfiling the
civil rights conplaint that was dism ssed as tine-barred or that
they prevented himfrom preparing and transmtting any ot her

| egal docunent, his conplaint fails to state a claim Bounds v.

Smth, 430 U S. 817, 821 (1977); Brewer v. WIkinson, 3 F.3d 816,

821 (5th Gr. 1993). Accordingly, the district court did not err

when it dism ssed Moore’'s conplaint. Black v. Warren, 134 F. 3d

732, 733 (5th Gir. 1998); 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii).
AFFI RVED.



