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

No. 92-3860
Conf er ence Cal endar

W LLI AM JOHNSON
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
EDW N EDWARDS ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. CA 92 449 A M
March 16, 1993
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

WIlliam$S. Johnson filed a civil rights action alleging that
defendants failed to protect himfromattack by another innmate.
The district court dismssed the action for failure to exhaust
admnistrative renedies as required by 42 U S.C. § 1997e. The
record belies Johnson's assertion that he exhausted
adm nistrative procedure prior to filing this action and during

the 90-day stay ordered by the magi strate judge. The district

court did not abuse its discretion. See Martin v. Catal anotto,

895 F.2d 1040, 1042 (5th Cr. 1990).
AFFI RVED.

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



