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

No. 97-10323
Summary Cal endar

ROBERT LEE BROWN,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
BRI AN K. CLENDENNEN
JAI ME QUI NTANI LLA;
THOVAS B. DOHERTY,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:96-CV-367-BA
Cct ober 24, 1997
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Robert Lee Brown, Texas prisoner # 637904, appeals the

di sm ssal of his section 1983 claimon grounds of failure to
state a claim W AFFI RM

Brown has not alleged “‘a chronol ogy of events from which

retaliation may plausibly be inferred.”” Wods v. Smth, 60 F.3d

1161, 1166 (5th G r. 1995), cert. denied, 116 S. C. 800

(1996), (quoting Cain v. Lane, 857 F.2d 1139, 1143 n.6 (7th G

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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1988). O her than his conclusory all egations, Brown presents no
facts indicating a retaliatory aninus for Doherty’s search of his
cell or the disciplinary proceeding against him Bald assertions
of retaliation are not enough to support a section 1983 claim
Id.

Brown is not entitled to relief relative to the dism ssal of
his clai ms agai nst appell ees O endennen and Quintanilla because

he has not adverted to themin his briefs. See Grant v. Cuell ar,

59 F.3d 523, 524-25 (5th Cr. 1995).

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED



