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PER CURIAM:*

Gerald Reese, a Texas prisoner, appeals the 28 U.S.C. § 1915(d)1 dismissal of his
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civil rights complaint complaining of (1) denial of access to the courts, and (2) placement

in administrative segregation in violation of the due process and cruel and unusual

punishment clauses.  The magistrate judge recommended dismissal of the complaint as

frivolous in a report sent to Reese on March 12, 1996.  Reese was required to file

objections to the report on or  before March 26, 1996.  No objections were filed and on

March 27, 1996, the district court issued its judgment of dismissal.

On April 1, 1996 Reese filed a motion for continuance of the time for objecting to

the magistrate judge's report.  There was no allegation that the report was received late

or that the factual findings were in error.  Reese complains only of an incorrect

application of the law.

The claim of denial of access to the courts was based on the allegations of

inordinate delay and “fast shuffle” treatment accorded in the delivery of three legal texts

Reese acquired from West Publishing Company.  If the alleged allegations occurred, a

situation is presented in which prison authorities could take no pride, but such

allegations do not rise to the level of a constitutional denial of access to the courts.2  A

prisoner must show actual legal injury to prevail on an access-to-the-court claim.3  Reese

makes no such allegations.

The claims of due process and cruel and unusual punishment clause violations are
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equally unavailing.  Reese contends that the complaint of administrative segregation

results from the effort by prison authorities to retaliate against him because of the suits

he had filed against authorities and his complaints about the performance of their duties.

These allegations were deemed conclusory and frivolous by the district court.  We

agree.4

AFFIRMED.


