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

No. 96-60120
Summary Cal endar

W LLI E HENRY JONES,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

CTY OF BILOXI;

M SSI SSI PPl BUREAU OF
NARCOTI CS; SAMUEL W  OWENS

M SSI SSI PPl DEP' T OF PUBLI C
SAFETY; CHARLES M CHAEL TYSON;
JAY THOVAS EUBANKS; RI CHARD
O BANNON; ANDREW SCHERER

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 1:95-CV-13-GR
May 27, 1996

Before H Gd NBOTHAM DUHE and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~

WIllie Henry Jones argues that the district court abused its
discretion in dismssing his conplaint as frivolous because the
def endants seized and forfeited his property w thout providing

hi m notice and a hearing and because his state court challenge to

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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the forfeiture proceeding was di sm ssed based on a racially

discrimnatory application of the state statute of limtations.
This court does not have jurisdiction to review the state

court's dismssal of Jones' challenge to the state forfeiture

proceedi ng based on prescription. Liedtke v. State Bar of Texas,

18 F.3d 315, 317 (5th Gir.), cert. denied, 115 S. C. 271 (1994).

Jones' allegations that the statute of limtations was
applied in aracially discrimnatory manner in his state court
suit are factually frivol ous and cannot support an arguabl e

constitutional claim Denton v. Hernandez, 504 U S. 25, 31-32

(1992) .

AFFI RVED.



