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

No. 93-1716
Conf er ence Cal endar

JEFFREY B. FRANKLI N, SR

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
ENNI S POLI CE DEPARTMENT, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:93-CV-0082-R

(Decenber 15, 1993)
Bef ore GARWOOD, JOLLY, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jeffrey B. Franklin, Sr., appeals the dism ssal of his civil
rights conplaint alleging that he received i nadequate nedica
care as frivolous pursuant to 28 U S.C. 8§ 1915(d). An in form
pauperis conplaint ("IFP') may be dism ssed by the district court
if it determnes that the action is frivolous or malicious. 28

US C 8§ 1915(d). A conplaint is "frivolous" if it " lacks an

“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that this opinion should not be published.
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arguabl e basis either inlawor in fact.'" Denton v. Hernandez,

_us _ , 112 S. . 1728, 1733, 118 L. Ed. 2d 340 (1992)
(quoting Neitzke v. Wllianms, 490 U S. 319, 325, 109 S. . 1827,

104 L. Ed. 2d 338 (1989)). Section 1915(d) dism ssals are
revi ewed for abuse of discretion. Denton, 112 S. C. at 1734;

see Moore v. Mabus, 976 F.2d 268, 270 (5th Cr. 1992).

"[Plretrial detainees are entitled to reasonabl e nedical care
unless the failure to supply that care is reasonably related to a

| egiti mate governnental objective." Cupit v. Jones, 835 F.2d 82,

85 (5th CGr. 1987). The district court did not abuse its
discretion in this case because Franklin has failed to allege
facts showi ng that he was deni ed reasonabl e nedi cal care.

AFFI RVED.



