UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 92-4872
Summary Cal endar

DAN THOVAS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

VERSUS
CHARLES K. FOSTER, Sued individually

and in his capacity, Etc., ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
For the Eastern District of Texas

(6:92 CV 240)

(Cct ober 25, 1993)

Bef ore GARWOOD, SM TH, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
BACKGROUND
Thomas filed this action pro se and in forma pauperis

(I FP) against various officials at the Texas Departnent of Crim nal

" Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



Justice (TDCJ), alleging that they had violated his constitutional
rights by interfering wth his mail. H's conplaint was referred to
a magistrate judge who conducted a hearing as required under

Spears v. MCotter, 766 F.2d 179 (5th Gr. 1985). The parties

consented to having the magistrate judge rule in the case, and the
magi strate judge entered judgnent dismssing all of Thomas's
cl ai ns.

Di sposition of this appeal is controlled by the recent

decision of this Court in Brewer v. WIKinson, F.2d _ (5th
Cr., Sept. 22, 1993, No. 92-1718), where a panel of this Court
hel d that violation of prison regulations requiring that a prisoner
be present when his incomng legal nmail is opened and i nspected is
not a violation of the prisoner's constitutional rights. Si nce
that was the sane claimasserted by Thomas in his conplaint, the

judgnent of the magistrate judge is AFFI RVED



