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

No. 99-31183
Conf er ence Cal endar

GHULAM MOHAMVED NASI M

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
CHARLES A. FUSELIER, Individually and in his official capacity;
TODD LOUVI ERE, Warden, Individually and in his official capacity;
MAJORI E ALLEMOND, Individually and in her official capacity;
SAMONE ALEX, Individually and in her official capacity; KEW
LEDET, Individually and in his official capacity; R JENKINS,
Individually and in his official capacity; DONNA BROUSSARD
Individually and in her official capacity,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 99-CV-579

 June 14, 2000
Before JOLLY, DAVIS, and STEWART, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
| mm gration and Naturalization Service (INS) detai nee Ghul am
Mohamred Nasim (# 57187) noves this court for appointnent of
appel l ate counsel. The notion is DENIED. Nasim appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S.C. § 1983 suit as tinme-

barred, but he inplicitly concedes that his conplaint was not

filed within the applicable one-year limtation period. See

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Onens v. Ckure, 488 U. S. 235, 243-48 (1989); Elzy v. Roberson,

868 F.2d 793, 794-95 (5th Gr. 1989); LA Cv. CooE ANN. art. 3492
(West 2000). We find no nerit to Nasim s argunent that his
clains should be deened to relate back to a prior |awsuit.
Accordingly, the dism ssal of the conplaint is AFFI RVED

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON FOR COUNSEL DENI ED. MOTI ON TO STAY FURTHER
PROCEEDI NGS IN THI'S COURT IS MOOT I N LI GHT OF THE OPI NI ON



