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

No. 94-41287
Conf er ence Cal endar

JOSEPH H. W LLI AVS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
BERNIE L. BUSH, Captain, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:93-CV-775

June 25, 1996
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Joseph H WIIlians, #604580, appeals the dism ssal of his

pro se and in forma pauperis civil rights suit under 42 U S. C

§ 1983. WIllianms argues, inter alia, that he was denied due

process with respect to the disciplinary hearing held for
disciplinary report No. 93-0165721. WIIlians was punished with
30 days of recreational restriction, conm ssary restriction,

property restriction, and special cell restriction. This is not
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47.5. 4.



No. 94-41287
-2

sufficient to trigger a liberty interest protected by due

process. See Luken v. Scott, 71 F.3d 192, 192-93 (5th Cr

1995); Sandin v. Conner, 115 S. C. 2293 (1995).

Al t hough the district court made findings of fact to
conclude that WIlliams had not shown a constitutional violation,
this court may affirmon the above alternate grounds - that
WIllians’s conplaint had no basis in |law or fact under Sandin and

Luken. See Sojourner T. v. Edwards, 974 F.2d 27, 30 (5th G

1992) (court may affirmjudgnment on any basis supported by the

record), cert. denied, 507 U S. 972 (1993); see also Neitzke v.

Wllianms, 490 U S. 319, 325 (1989)

AFFI RVED.



