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

No. 00-20977
Conf er ence Cal endar

TEDDY ROBI NSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
GARY L. JOHNSON, DI RECTOR,
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF CRI M NAL JUSTI CE,
| NSTI TUTI ONAL DI VI SI ON; WAYNE SCOTT, Director,
Texas Departnent of Crimnal Justice;
FRANK HOKE; JOHN DOES, Vari ous,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 99-CV-2261

 April 11, 2001
Before JOLLY, H GE NBOTHAM and JONES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Teddy Robi nson, Texas state prisoner #506648, appeals froma
dism ssal of his civil rights conplaint as frivolous. Robinson
all eges that his constitutional right of access to the courts was
deni ed by the defendants' failure to tinely procure a copy of the
Antiterrorismand Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 (“AEDPA”),
whi ch he argues resulted in the dismssal of his 28 U S. C. 82254

petition as tinme-barred.

Pursuant to 5THGQR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Robi nson was granted a COA to appeal that judgnment on the
question whether the prison library’'s failure to tinely obtain
the AEDPA was a state-created inpedinment. That appeal is
pendi ng. Robinson v. Johnson, No. 00-10011

An inmate all eging denial of access to the courts nust
denonstrate a “relevant actual injury” stemmng fromthe

def endant s’ unconstitutional conduct. Lewi s v. Casey, 518 U. S.

343, 351 (1996). A prisoner |lacks standing to bring a claim
where he cannot establish “relevant actual injury.” See id. at
349- 351.

To the extent that Robinson is asking us to review the
judgnment of the district court dismssing his habeas petition as
ti me-barred, he cannot do so via his 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 suit. To
the extent that he seeks damages for loss of his right to pursue
his federal habeas action, he | acks standi ng because this court
has yet to rule on the nerits of that appeal. W therefore
affirmthe dismssal of his conplaint.

AFFI RVED.



