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PER CURI AM

| owa prisoner David H Il appeals the dismissal as frivolous of his
42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 conplaint by the District Court®! for the Southern District
of lowa. H Il conplained he did not receive prelimnary notice of a 1991
state repl evin proceedi ng.

Upon initial review and before service of process, the district court
held that under lowa | aw the cause of action accrued in 1991 when service
of the replevin notice gave H Il know edge of all the facts supporting his
claim The district court determ ned
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the two-year lowa statute of limtations applicable to § 1983 actions
barred the suit, concluded HIl's conplaint |acked an arguable basis in
| aw, denied | eave to proceed in fornma pauperis, and summarily dism ssed the
conpl ai nt without prejudice as frivolous under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(d).

A district court nmay dismiss an in fornma pauperis conplaint under
8 1915(d) when it is apparent the statute of limtations has run. Mers
v. Vogal, 960 F.2d 750, 751 (8th Cir. 1992) (per curiamj. W agree Hill
knew all the facts supporting his claimupon service of replevin papers in
1991 and lowa's applicable two-year statute of limtations barred his 1996
suit. See Wcoff v. Menke, 773 F.2d 983, 984 (8th Cir. 1985), cert.
deni ed, 475 U. S. 1028 (1986).

Accordingly, we affirmthe order of the district court. See 8th Cir.
R 47A(a).
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