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

No. 95-60589
Conf er ence Cal endar

LONELL | NGRAM BARNWEL L
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

EDDI E LUCAS, COW SSI ONER, M SSI SSI PP
DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTI ONS,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 4:94-CV-316-S-D

~ March 1, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, JONES, and EMLIO M GARZA, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Lonell Ingram Barnwel| appeals the dism ssal on the nerits
of his civil rights suit. He argues that his extended stay in
adm ni strative segregation violated his constitutional rights and
that the district court's tinme in considering his suit was
excessive. W have carefully reviewed the record and the
district court's opinion. For essentially the sane reasons given
by the district court, we conclude that Barnwel|l's constitutional

rights were not violated. See Barnwell v. Lucas, No. 4:94-CV-

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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316-S-D (N.D. Mss. Aug. 15, 1995). W also conclude that the
district court did not abuse its discretion in controlling its

docket . See Union City Barge Line, Inc. v. Union Carbide Corp.

823 F.2d 129, 135 (5th Cr. 1987).
AFFI RVED.



