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

No. 02-40508
Summary Cal endar

ROGER EUGENE GRESHAM
Peti ti oner- Appel | ant,
vVer sus
ERNEST CHANDLER, WArden, United States Penitentiary,

Respondent - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:01-Cv-120

 Cctober 4, 2002
Before DAVIS, DUHE, and DeMOSS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM !
Roger Eugene Gresham inmate # 29072-077, appeals the deni al
of his petition for habeas relief filed pursuant to 28 U S.C. 8§
2241. Geshanmis claimthat prison officials failed to protect him

fromanother inmate is not cogni zabl e under 28 U. S.C. § 2241. See

Spina v. Aaron, 821 F.2d 1126, 1128 (5th G r. 1987). Greshani s

claimthat he was deni ed due process at a disciplinary hearing al so

is without nmerit inasmuch as the hearing net with the requirenents

! Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has detern ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



set forth in WIff v. MDonnell, 418 U S. 539, 556-57 (1974).

Last, Greshamis clains that prison officials failed to followtheir
own policies, wthout nore, does not constitute a violation of due

process. M/ers v. Klevenhagen, 97 F.3d 91, 94 (5th Cr. 1996).

Thus, the district court did not err when it denied G eshams

petition. Henson v. U S. Bureau of Prisons, 213 F. 3d 897, 898 (5th
Cir. 2000).

AFF| RMED.



