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

No. 94-41296
Conf er ence Cal endar

EDWARD T. LAIN,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
LI NDA M  MEYER
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 94- CV- 1466
~(March 23, 1995)
Bef ore GARWOOD, BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
To obtain relief under 42 U S.C. § 1983, a plaintiff nust
prove that he was deprived of a federal constitutional or
statutory right and that the persons depriving himof that right

acted under color of state | aw Her nandez v. Maxwell, 905 F. 2d

94, 95 (5th Gr. 1990). Private attorneys are not official state
actors and are generally not subject to suit under § 1983. See

MIls v. Grimnal Dist. Court No. 3, 837 F.2d 677, 679 (5th Cr.

1988) .

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that this opinion should not be published.
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Because Lain's allegations indicate that Meyer did not act
under color of state law, his 8§ 1983 conpl aint | acks an arguabl e
basis in law and in fact. The district court did not abuse its
discretion in dismssing Lain's conplaint as frivol ous.

The appeal, too, is frivolous, and it is DISM SSED. See 5th
CGr. R 42. 2.



