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

No. 95-50485
Summary Cal endar

SYNNACHI A Mc QUEEN
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
CAY CANNCON, State Classification Menber;
C.W MANNI NG Capt.; C. BASHAM
Unit d assification Menber; JAVES A. COLLI NS,
DI RECTOR, TEXAS DEP' T OF CRI M NAL JUSTI CE
| NSTI TUTI ONAL DI VI SI ON;  JOHN DCE; JANE DCE

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Texas

USDC No. W 93-CV-408

February 14, 1996
Before H Gd NBOTHAM DUHE and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Synnachia McQueen's notion for |eave to proceed in form

pauperis (I FP) on appeal is DENIED. MQueen's notion to
disqualify the magi strate judge and district judge from presiding

over his pending cases in the district court also is DEN ED

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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McQueen contends that the district court erred by denying

his notion for class certification; that the district court erred

by denying his notion to file a third anmended conplaint; that the
district court erred by granting summary judgnent for the

def endants and denyi ng sunmary judgnent for him and that the
district court erred by finding the defendants entitled to
qualified imunity. W have reviewed the record of the district
court and McQueen's appellate brief and we find no nonfrivol ous

i ssue on appeal .

Regardi ng McQueen's claimthat he was deni ed due process
when his review commttees maintained himin adm nistrative
segregation, continued confinenent in adm nistrative segregation
does not violate the Due Process Clause. Pichardo v. Kinker,

_F.3d ___, slip op. at 1505-06 (5th Cr. Jan. 31, 1996, No.
95-40413). The effect of confinenent on adm nistrative
segregation on parole opportunities does not inplicate due
process. Luken v. Scott, 71 F.2d 192, 193-94 (5th Cr. 1995).
The district court did not have the benefit of the cases on which
we now rely; we may rely on grounds on which the district court
did not rely. MQueen's due process claimis frivolous. W find
McQueen' s appeal of summary judgnment on McQueen's retaliation and
raci al discrimnation clains frivolous for the reasons
articulated by the district court.

Finally, MQueen has been warned that frivol ous appeals may
result in sanctions against him Accordingly, MQeen is barred

fromfiling any pro se, in forma pauperis civil appeal in this
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court, or any pro se, in forma pauperis initial civil pleading in
any court which is subject to this court's jurisdiction, wthout
the advance witten perm ssion of a judge of the forumcourt or
of this court; the clerk of this court and the clerks of al
federal district courts inthis Crcuit are directed to return to
McQueen, unfiled, any attenpted subm ssion inconsistent wwth this
bar .

APPEAL DI SM SSED. 5TH QR R 42.2.



