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

SN

No. 94-60238
Summary Cal endar

SN
JIMM E H PEARSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

NORTHWESTERN NATI ONAL LI FE
| NSURANCE CQO. ,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

S$3333333333111333))))))))Q

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Southern District of M ssissippi
(93-Cv-4)
SIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIID L

(August 22, 1994)
Bef ore GARWOOD, HI G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, Circuit Judges.”’
PER CURI AM
W affirm being generally in agreement with the district
court's nmenorandum opi nion. Renobval was tinely nmeasured fromthe
time of defendant's receipt of the conplaint, here by service, as
provided in 28 US. C. § 1446(Db). Contrary to appellant's

suggestion, jurisdiction was based on ERI SA, not diversity. As to

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 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.



the notion to anmend, it was not filed until Decenber 1, 1993,
al though the district court on May 27, 1993, had provided a July 1,
1993, deadline for notions to anmend or to join additional parties;
and, defendant had answered in February 1993, pointing out that it
was not a proper defendant, as it was nerely a non-fiduciary
adm ni strator of Louisiana Pacific Corporation's plan.
Appel l ant's briefs on appeal denonstrate no reversible error.

The judgnent of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



