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

No. 96-60442
Summary Cal endar

RODNEY BELL
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

RAYMOND ROBERTS,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Northern District of M ssissipp
(4: 96CV189- S- B)

Novenber 6, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, JOLLY, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

In this case, the plaintiff alleges no basis for a claimof
deni al of constitutional due process. H's pleadings reflect that
he is essentially dissatisfied wwth the result of the disciplinary
pr oceedi ngs. In addition, he alleges only in the nobst genera
ternms that the defendants’ decisions violated his rights (which

wer e undescri bed) and that the deci si ons were agai nst the wei ght of

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



the evidence. These allegations do not rise to the |level of
stating a section 1983 claim and such bare allegations do not

require a Spears’ hearing to develop the claim See Spears v.

MCotter, 766 F.2d 179, 181 (5th Cr. 1985). The judgnent of the

district court, dismssing the conplaint is therefore

AFFI RMED



