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

No. 92-1921
Conf er ence Cal endar

GEORGE A LOYD, SR,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

CRIM NAL DI STRICT COURT # 1
OF DALLAS COUNTY ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas

USDC No. 3:92-CV-1656-X

March 17, 1993
Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Ceorge A Loyd, Sr., alleges that his Texas probation should
have been term nated in February 1986 and that court-ordered
psychol ogi cal treatnent was wongly discontinued in Septenber
1986. Al of the defendants nanmed by Loyd are entitled to
absolute imunity fromliability for damages under 42 U S. C

8§ 1983. See Johnson v. Kegans, 870 F.2d 992, 995 (5th Cr.),

cert. denied, 492 U S. 921 (1989); Young v. Biggers, 938 F.2d

565, 569 (5th Gir. 1991).

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that this opinion should not be published.
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At the latest, Loyd' s cause of action accrued at the tinme of

his discharge fromcounseling. See Burrell v. Newsone, 883 F.2d

416, 418 (5th Cir. 1989). Since this occurred al nost six years
before this action was filed, the suit is tine-barred. See Ai
v. Higgs, 892 F.2d 438, 439 (5th Gr. 1990); Tex. Cv. Prac. &
Rem Code Ann. § 16.003(a) (West 1986).

Dism ssal of the suit as frivolous was within the discretion
of the district court because the suit |acks an arguabl e | egal

basis. See Ancar v. Sara Plasma, Inc., 964 F.2d 465, 468 (5th

Gr. 1992).
AFFI RVED.



