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

No. 93-9019
Conf er ence Cal endar

NI NA JONELL HENDERSON,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
STEPHEN WARREN ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 5:93-CV-265-C
(May 18, 1994)

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

A conplaint filed in forma pauperis nmay be dism ssed as

frivolous if it lacks an arguable basis in fact or law. A
8§ 1915(d) dism ssal is reviewed for abuse of discretion. Ancar

v. Sara Plasma, Inc., 964 F.2d 465, 468 (5th Cr. 1992).

Al t hough al | egati ons of slander alone are insufficient to
establish § 1983 liability, an action will lie under § 1983 if
the clai mant establishes that he suffered a stigm due to a state
actor's fal se communi cati on of wongdoi ng by the cl ai mant and

that the stigma infringed a constitutionally protected |iberty

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that this opinion should not be published.
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interest. GCeter v. Fortenberry, 849 F.2d 1550, 1556 (5th Cr

1988); San Jacinto Sav. & Loan v. Kacal, 928 F.2d 697, 701-02

(5th Gr. 1991); see also Phillips v. Vandygriff, 711 F.2d 1217

1221 (5th Gir. 1983), cert. denied, 469 U S. 821 (1984). The

sole allegation of any "stigma plus" is that the defendants
nmotivation was to deprive Henderson of a fair trial. There is no
all egation that any such loss in fact occurred.

AFFI RVED.



