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

No. 92-2681
Conf er ence Cal endar

TI MOTHY J. BYRD

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
Cl1.GNA and
CONNECTI CUT LI FE GENERAL
| NSURANCE COVPANY,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-H 92-1936
March 18, 1993

Before KING H G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

An | FP conplaint may be dism ssed as frivolous if it |acks

an arguable basis in law or fact. Denton v. Hernandez, --- U S

---, 112 S. C. 1728, 1733, 118 L. Ed. 2d 340 (1992). Tinothy J.
Byrd's conplaint is frivolous for two reasons. First, the
defendant is not subject to liability under 42 U S. C. § 1983.
Hobbs v. Hawkins, 968 F.2d 471, 479-80 (5th Gr. 1992). Second,

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that this opinion should not be published.
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in both Texas and Georgia, the action is tine-barred. Burrell v.

Newsone, 883 F.2d 416, 418 (5th Cr. 1989); Lawson v. d over, 957

F.2d 801, 803 (1ith Cr. 1987).

Byrd has nade abusive and irrational allegations of bias and
corruption agai nst Judge Harnon. The filing of abusive docunents
inthis Court in the future will result in their being stricken.

Theriault v. Silber, 579 F.2d 302, 303-04 (5th Cr. 1978), cert.

deni ed, 440 U.S. 917 (1979).
The judgnent of district court is AFFI RVED



