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

No. 92-8641
Conf er ence Cal endar

ANDREW RANGEL and
J.H CASTILLQ

Plaintiffs,
ANDREW RANGEL

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
V.

BOB PERKINS, Court of
Crim nal Appeal

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. A-92-Cv-141

May 7, 1993
Bef ore REAVLEY, KING and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-Appellant Andrew Rangel filed suit agai nst Bob
Perkins, the Judge of the 331st Judicial District Court in Travis
County, and against the Court of Crimnal Appeals, alleging that

Judge Perkins refused to use "proper procedures for discharge."”

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat 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that this opinion should not be published.



When requested by the district court to be nore specific, Rangel
failed to do so. The district court dism ssed Rangel's conpl ai nt
W t hout prejudice, noting that judges are absolutely inmune from
damage suits for judicial acts and concluding that the plaintiff
had failed to state a clai mupon which relief can be granted. W
have had no better success than the district court in deciphering
the basis for Rangel's clainms. W therefore cannot fault the
district court for dism ssing Rangel's case w thout prejudice.

AFFI RVED.



