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

No. 96-20143
Summary Cal endar

Rl CHARD C. HOMRD, ET AL.
Plaintiffs,
Rl CHARD C. HOWARD,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

CHARLES MARTI N, TEXAS DEP' T OF CRI M NAL
JUSTICE, INST'L DIV.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-H 95-3880
ey 14, 1996
Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ri chard C. Howard appeals the dism ssal of his civil rights
conplaint as frivolous. Howard conplains of denials of due
process in connection with prison disciplinary proceedi ngs and
retention of personal property, denial of access to the courts,
and i nfringenent of his Mislimobservance. Based upon a careful
review of the record, the district court’s order of dismssal,

and Howard’'s appellate brief, we hold, essentially for reasons

expressed by the district court, that the district court did not

" Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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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abuse its discretion in dismssing the conplaint as frivol ous.

See Schultea v. Wod, 47 F.3d 1427, 1433 (5th Cr. 1995) (en

banc). The district court’s judgnent is

AFFI RVED.



