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PER CURIAM:*

Elviro Brown, Mississippi prisoner # 13836, appeals, pro se,

the dismissal of his civil-rights action.  Such sua sponte

dismissal of a complaint as frivolous or for failure to state a

claim is reviewed de novo.  See Ruiz v. United States, 160 F.3d

273, 275 (5th Cir. 1998).  Because the deprivations challenged by

Brown were not protected liberty interests, he failed to show his

constitutional rights were violated.  See Sandin v. Conner, 515
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U.S. 472, 485-87 (1995) (30-day period of disciplinary segregation

did not support due process claim); Berry v. Brady, 192 F.3d 504,

508 (5th Cir. 1999) (loss of one visitation session and eight meals

did not implicate a liberty interest); Moody v. Baker, 857 F.2d

256, 257-58 (5th Cir.) (“[a]n inmate has neither a protectible

property nor liberty interest in his custody classification”),

cert. denied, 488 U.S. 985 (1988).

Likewise, because Brown has not alleged the violation of a

constitutional right, the district court did not err by failing to

allow Brown a reasonable opportunity to develop his claims in a

Spears hearing. 

AFFIRMED   


