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Before KING Chief Judge, and JOLLY and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

M chael Kuykendall, Texas prisoner # 737934, appeals the
district court’s dismssal wthout prejudice of his 42 U S. C
8§ 1983 conplaint for failing to exhaust adm nistrative renedi es.
He mai ntains that he nay proceed on his clains involving his

medi cal condition — that prison officials inproperly placed him

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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inacell with an inmate who had Hepatitis C, causi ng Kuykendal
to contract the disease, and that defendant Healy refused to
treat Kuykendall’s di sease before it had progressed — because the
Texas Departnment of Crimnal Justice does not have authority over
medi cal staff. Kuykendall’s assertions regarding his inproper
housi ng assi gnnment involve prison |ife and were within the
control of prison officials, so exhaustion was required. See

Porter v. Nussle, 534 U S. 516, 524-32 (2002). The evidence

presented by Kuykendal| establishes that the prison had sone
formali zed net hod of considering conplaints about nedical staff
available to prisoners. See 42 U S.C. § 1997e(a). Kuykendal
has not established that the district court erred in granting
summary judgnent in favor of the defendants on this ground.

See Fraire v. Gty of Arlington, 957 F.2d 1268, 1273 (5th Cr

1992) .

Kuykendal | al so contends that he properly exhausted his
remedies with respect to his claimthat he was not allowed to
attend State Classification Commttee (SCC) neetings after Warden
Thal er inplenmented a policy and his claimthat defendant Luna
del ayed his rel ease fromadm ni strative segregati on by denying
hi ma chance to enter a gang denouncenent program Kuykendall’s
grievance does not address Luna’'s failure to admt himinto the
denouncenent program and he did not exhaust his renedies on this

ground. See Porter, 534 U S. at 524-32.
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Kuykendal | did, however, exhaust his renedies with respect
to his claimthat he was deni ed due process by his inability to
attend an SCC hearing in March 2001 as a result of Thaler’s
policy. He is not, however, entitled to relief on this ground,
as he does not have a liberty interest in his classification as a
gang nenber or in his nonplacenent in admnistrative segregation.

See Sandin v. Conner, 515 U S. 472, 485 (1995); Harper V.

Showers, 174 F.3d 716, 719 (5th Gr. 1999). Consequently, the

judgnment of the district court is AFFI RVED



