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

No. 01-30377
Summary Cal endar

ROB W ROBERTS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF ARMY,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 99-CV-472

" September 26, 2001
Bef ore DeMOSS, PARKER, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Rob Roberts appeals pro se from a dismssal for untinely

service of process. This court reviews for abuse of discretion a

dismssal for failure to effect tinely service. Systens Si gns

Supplies v. United States Dep’'t of Justice, 903 F. 2d 1011, 1013

(5th Gr. 1990). Roberts argues that Rule 4 requires the court to
gi ve hi mgui dance on howto effect proper service. Rule 4 requires
only that the court notify a claimant that dism ssal is inpending
for lack of tinely service. Fed. R CGv. P. 4(m. The record

reflects that the court gave Roberts every consideration, granting

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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multiple tinme extensions wth specific service instructions.
Moreover, Roberts’'s pro se status does not exenpt him from

effecting proper service. See Kersh v. Derozier, 851 F.2d 15009,

1512 (5th Gr. 1988). Accordingly, the district court did not
abuse its discretionin dismssing Roberts’s conplaint for untinely
servi ce.
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