UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
for the Fifth Crcuit

No. 92-3662
Summary Cal endar

JOHN C. WHI TE SR
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS
CREDI T BUREAU OF BATON ROUCGE, ET AL.
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
(CA 91 754 B ML)

March 18, 1993
Before JOLLY, DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !

John C. White Sr. sued the Credit Bureau of Baton Rouge for
violations of the Federal Credit Reporting Act, 15 U S. C. 8§ 1681,
et seq., because it showed on his credit report a judgnent agai nst
John White, which was in fact owed by Appellant's son and not
Appel  ant. Because of this report, Appellant was refused credit on
at | east one occasion. \Wen the error was called to the Credit
Bureau's attention it was corrected. Later, while testing its own

procedures, the Credit Bureau ran through its systema batch of old

! Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



information incidentally including the erroneous information
concerning this judgnent and Appellant conplains of that as well.
This incident did not, however, result in any adverse credit
action. Follow ng presentation of Appellant's case at trial the
Magi strate Judge granted Defendant's Rule 52(a) dismssing
Appellant's clainms. Appellant appeals. W affirm

W review for clear error. Fed. R Cv. P. 52(a). Qur
careful review of the evidence and thorough findings and
conclusions dictated into the record by the Magi strate Judge nake
clear that the judge commtted no error.

The statute sinply requires that a credit bureau use
"reasonabl e procedures" to assure accuracy of the information
reported. 15 U. S.C. 8§ 168le(b). Reasonable care on the part of

the bureau satisfies this requirenent. Thonpson v. San Antoni o

Retail Merchants Asso., 682 F.2d 509, 513 (5th GCr. 1982). After

carefully reviewing all of the evidence the Magi strate Judge found
that the Credit Bureau used reasonable care and we agree. That
better or nore stringent procedures may have produced a different
result is sinply not the test.

AFFI RVED.



