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

No. 94-11066
Conf er ence Cal endar

SAMUEL DEWAYNE SNOADEN
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

PH LIP M WLSON, Attorney
at Law,

Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:94-CV-1130-P
(January 26, 1995)
Before POLI TZ, Chief Judge, and H G3E NBOTHAM and DeMOSS,
Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
To recover under 42 U . S.C. § 1983, Snowden nust show the

deprivation of a constitutional right by a person acting under

color of state | aw. See Briscoe v. LaHue, 460 U.S. 325, 329-30,

103 S. . 1108, 75 L. Ed. 2d 96 (1983); Daniel v. Ferguson, 839

F.2d 1124, 1128 (5th Cr. 1988). Because Snowden's counsel is a
private individual, not a state actor, Snowden's conpl aint |acks

an arguable basis in law for recovery under 8 1983. See G pson

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that this opinion should not be published.
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v. Rosenberqg, 797 F.2d 224, 225 (5th G r. 1986), cert. denied,

481 U.S. 1007 (1987)
Snowden has not presented a nonfrivol ous i ssue on appeal.

Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th Cr. 1983). His appeal

is DI SM SSED as fri vol ous. See 5th CGr. R 42.2.



