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PER CURI AM *

Raynond Peter CGodaire, (TDC) # 613522), appeals the district
court’s dismssal, as frivolous, of his civil rights conplaint. He
contends that the court erred by dismssing his conplaint on the
basis that it would not ultimtely be successful.

We review the dism ssal of an action as frivol ous for abuse of
di scretion. Booker v. Koonce, 2 F.3d 114, 115 (5th Cr. 1993). It
is inappropriate to dismss a claimbecause its realistic chance of
ultimte success is slight; on the other hand, dism ssal because
the claimhas no realistic chance of success is proper. Id. at 114,

115-16 & n.9. Al t hough he maintains that the record was not

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



sufficiently developed to permt dismssing the conplaint as
frivol ous, Godaire was allowed to devel op his clains by providing
specific responses to the nmagistrate judge s questionnaire. See
Eason v. Thaler, 14 F.3d 8, 9-10 (5th Gr. 1994).

For his claim to be successful, Godaire was required to
establish that Dr. Lonb was either personally involved in the
constitutional deprivation or that Dr. Lonb’s acts were causally
connected to the deprivation alleged. See Wods v. Edwards, 51
F.3d 577, 583 (5th Gr. 1995). Godaire failed to nmake such a
show ng. Accordingly, the district court did not abuse its
di scretion.
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