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

No. 94-40351
Summary Cal endar

ROY LE SHI LOH BRYANT,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS
JOHH RIGGALE, et al.

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(6:92 CV 568)

March 17, 1995

Before SMTH, EM LIO M GARZA, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

In this state prisoner's civil rights action brought pursu-
ant to 42 U. S.C. 8§ 1983, we remanded on Decenber 2, 1994, for the
limted purpose of permtting the district court to clarify
whet her the judgnent contained a clerical error. The district
court has entered a new order confirmng that there was indeed a

clerical error. That error has been corrected and a new order

Local Rule 47.5.1 provides: "The publication of opinions that have no
precedential value and nerely decide particular cases on the basis of well-
settled principles of |aw inposes needl ess expense on the public and burdens
on the legal profession." Pursuant to that rule, the court has determn ned
that this opinion should not be published.



entered nunc pro tunc.

The new order, dated January 13, 1995, and entitled "Anmended
Menor andum Adopting Report and Recomendation of the United

States Magistrate Judge and Entering Final Judgnent," denies all
relief, as recommended by the nmagistrate judge. The court con-
cludes that there was no constitutional violation.

The magistrate judge nade her recommendation following a
full evidentiary hearing. W find that reconmendation to be sup-
ported fully by the record.

Thi s appeal has no reasonable basis in |aw or fact. Bei ng

frivolous, it is hereby DISM SSED. See 5THCR R 42. 2.



