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

No. 92-1851
Conf er ence Cal endar

JI MW W LSON

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
NURSE DOROTHY ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 5:92-CV-056-C
~ March 17, 1993
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Jinmmy Wl son's pleadings show that he did not suffer a

serious need for nedical treatnment during the short period in
whi ch prison officials deliberately refused to allow himto take

his prescription nedication. H's allegations therefore will not

support a suit under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. See Johnson v. Treen, 759
F.2d 1236, 1238 (5th Cr. 1985). The dism ssal of Wlson's in

forma pauperis suit as frivolous was within the discretion of the

district court. Ancar v. Sara Plasnp, Inc., 964 F.2d 465, 468

Local Rule 47.5 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 determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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Wl son's notion for appoi ntnent of appellate counsel is

DENI ED. See U ner v. Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 212-13 (5th Cr.

1982) .
AFFI RVED.



