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

No. 92-1788
Summary Cal endar

HERMUNTH SHI I M,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

VERSUS
DALLAS | NDEPENDENT SCHOOL DI STRI CT,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(3:92 Cv 0851 X)

(Decenber 3, 1992)

Bef ore H Gd NBOTHAM SM TH, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The conpl ai nt was di sm ssed because of the plaintiff's failure
to serve the defendant within ninety days as required by the | ocal
rules. We find no error in the court's doing so, as the plaintiff
was responsible for seeing to it that service was effected. W
al so note that the dism ssal was w thout prejudice and that the

plaintiff, though pro se, is no stranger to the federal courts and

" Local Rule 47.5.1 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 deternined
that this opinion should not be published.



t hus has had sone experience in obtaining service. See Shiim v.

Harl andal e I ndep. School Dist., 1992 U S LEXIS 7365 (Nov. 30,

1992) (denying rehearing).

The appeal is frivolous and, accordingly, it is DI SM SSED
pursuant to Fifth Cr. Loc. R 42.2



