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

No. 95-60294
Conf er ence Cal endar

JAMES C. METCALF,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
M L. MMLLIAN, GRAY EVANS,
EARL TATE, YELLIE GRAMMENS,
ANN LEE
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 4:93cv327-B-D

August 22, 1995
Before KING JOLLY, and WENER, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Janes C. Metcalf filed a pro se, in forma pauperis (IFP)

civil rights conplaint, 42 U S.C. § 1983, alleging that he was
i nproperly confined to adm nistrative segregation; that various
state officials conspired agai nst himbecause of his political

beliefs; and that he was sentenced w thout due process. The

district court dism ssed the conplaint as frivol ous.

Local Rule 47.5 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 |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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The Due Process C ause does not create a liberty interest in
a specific custody classification, although a state nay create a
liberty interest protected by the Due Process C ause through the
enact nent of statutory or regulatory procedures. Hewtt v.
Hel ms, 459 U. S. 460, 466-69 (1983). Under M ssissippi |aw,
Metcalf had no right to a particular classification. Mss. Code

Ann. 88 47-5-99 - 47-5-103 (1993); Tubwell v. Giffith, 742 F.2d

250, 253 (5th Cir. 1984).
In Sandin v. Conner, 115 S. . 2293, 2300-01 (1995), the

Suprene Court stated that the reviewi ng court should consider the
nature of the challenged state action and whether it involved
such a significant departure fromnormal prison conditions that
the state m ght have conceivably created a liberty interest.
Metcalf's initial confinenment in adm nistrative segregation as an
escape risk is not an "atypical and significant hardshi p" which
would give rise to a protected liberty interest. 1d. at 2300.
Metcal f has not raised or briefed his clains that state
of ficials conspired agai nst him because of his political beliefs
or that he was sentenced w thout due process. Therefore, these

clains are consi dered abandoned. Evans v. City of Marlin, Tex.,

986 F.2d 104, 106 n.1 (5th Gr. 1993) (issues not raised or
briefed are consi dered abandoned).

AFFI RVED.



