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

No. 00-40118
Conf er ence Cal endar

DAMON SI MsS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
DAVID W MCDOWELL, Captain, Beto I;
Chuck BI SCCE, Warden, Beto |
Danny Grazious, Correctional Oficer |1, Beto |

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:99-CV-182

~ August 23, 2000
Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and POLITZ and WENER, G rcuit Judges
PER CURI AM *
Danmon Sins (TDC) # 641674) appeals the nagistrate judge’s

dismssal of his pro se and in forma pauperis (IFP) civil rights

conpl aint pursuant to 28 U . S.C. § 1915A. Sins asserts that he
was deni ed due process in connection with a disciplinary
pr oceedi ng.

Pri soner conplaints may be di sm ssed under 8 1915A if they

are “frivolous, malicious, or fail[] to state a clai mupon which

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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relief may be granted[.]” See 8§ 1915A(b)(1); Ruiz v. United

States, 160 F.3d 273, 274 (5th Cr. 1998). A dism ssal under
8 1915A is reviewed de novo. Ruiz, 160 F.3d at 275.

The magi strate judge did not err by concluding that Sinms has
not shown the violation of a protected liberty interest in

connection with the disciplinary proceeding. See Mlchi v.

Thaler, 211 F.3d 953, 958 (5th G r. 2000); Madison v. Parker,

104 F. 3d 765, 767-68 (5th G r. 1997). The judgnent is thus
AFFI RMED. Al l outstanding notions are DEN ED
AFFI RVED; MOTI ONS DENI ED.



