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

No. 94-40889
Conf er ence Cal endar

TOW E CHARLES CLEW S
ET AL.,

Plaintiffs,
Rl CHARD JAMES RANDLE

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
ANDERSON COUNTY COW SSI ONER' S
COURT, and its Oficers,
ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:93-CV-448
June 28, 1995

Before JONES, WENER, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

An in forma pauperis (IFP) conplaint may be dism ssed as
frivolous pursuant to 28 U. S.C. § 1915(d) if it has no arguable
basis in law or in fact. Booker v. Koonce, 2 F.3d 114, 115 (5th

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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Cir. 1993). This court reviews a 8 1915(d) di sm ssal under the
abuse-of -di scretion standard. 1d.

Ri chard Janmes Randl e was a pretrial detainee at Anderson
County Jail during a portion of the tinme that his rights were
allegedly violated. "[While a sentenced i nmate nmay be puni shed
in any fashion not cruel and unusual, the due process cl ause
forbids punishnent of a person held in custody awaiting trial but

not yet adjudged guilty of any crine." Cupit v. Jones, 835 F.2d

82, 84-85 (5th Gr. 1987) (internal quotation omtted). Randle's
clains fail irrespective of whether they are analyzed within an
Ei ght h Arendnent or a due process franeworKk.

Randl e first conplains that, although he could order | egal
books fromthe Anderson County Jail law library, he was denied
direct access to that |ibrary. To prevail on a denial-of-access-
to-the-courts claim the clai mant nmust show he was prejudi ced by

the alleged violation. Henthorn v. Sw nson, 955 F.2d 351, 354

(5th Gr.), cert. denied, 112 S. C. 2974 (1992). Randle did not

pl ead any facts raising an allegation that he was precluded from
filing a particular pleading as a result of the lack of direct
access to the law library. Thus, his right of access to the
courts has not been inplicated.

Randl e al so contends that the prison food at Anderson County
Jail was inadequate. The Constitution requires no nore than
"wel | -bal anced neal s, containing sufficient nutritional value to

preserve health." Geen v. Ferrell, 801 F.2d 765, 770 (5th Cr.

1986) See id. at 770 n.5 (clarifying that this standard applies

to pretrial detainees as well as to convicted prisoners). Randle
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acknow edged that he received three neals a day while at Anderson
County Jail, and he did not plead any facts raising an allegation
that the food was nutritionally inadequate or prepared under
unsanitary conditions. There is no indication that Randle's
health was adversely affected by the jail food at Anderson County
Jail. Thus, Randle's claimof inadequate food fails to rise to
the Il evel of a constitutional deprivation.

Randl e al so conplains that an i nmate at Anderson County Jai
was given authority over other inmates. However, Randle did not
pl ead any facts raising an allegation of injury to himcaused by
the deprivation of a constitutional right. A 42 U S C § 1983

cause of action requires an injury. Menphis Comunity School

Dist. v. Stachura, 477 U S. 299, 308-09 (1986).

In his brief on appeal, Randle nentions his clains raised in
the district court pertaining to i nadequate recreati on and
medi cal care, but does not provide any supporting argunent. By
not adequately briefing these clains, Randl e has waived them

See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993).

The magi strate judge did not abuse her discretion by
di sm ssing Randle's clainms because none of themis arguable in

law or in fact. See Booker, 2 F.3d at 115.

AFFI RVED.



