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--------------------

Before HIGGINBOTHAM, SMITH, and CLEMENT, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM:*

Ricky Joseph Alex, Louisiana prisoner # 98130, appeals the

district court’s dismissal as frivolous of his 42 U.S.C. § 1983

lawsuit against various employees of the Wade Correctional

Center.  He asserts that the district court abused its discretion

in dismissing his challenges to the defendants’ delays in

processing his prison grievances.  He has not established that 
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he suffered an “atypical and significant hardship . . . in

relation to the ordinary incidents of prison life.”  Sandin v.

Conner, 515 U.S. 472, 484 (1995).  His assertions that the delays

violated prison rules are insufficient by themselves to establish

a constitutional violation.  See Hernandez v. Estelle, 788 F.2d

1154, 1158 (5th Cir. 1986).

Alex also contends that the district court erred in not

considering his assertion that the defendants violated his First

Amendment rights and violated the Ex Post Facto Clause by denying

him a publication.  He has not established that the district

court abused its discretion in not allowing Alex to amend his

complaint with this issue, which was raised for the first time in

his objections to the magistrate judge’s report.  See United

States v. Riascos, 76 F.3d 93, 94 (5th Cir. 1996); FED. R. CIV. P.

15(a).

Alex has not shown that the district court abused its

discretion in dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint as

frivolous.  See Siglar v. Hightower, 112 F.3d 191, 193 (5th Cir.

1997).  Consequently, the judgment of the district court is

AFFIRMED.


