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

No. 96-40144
Conf er ence Cal endar

MARK ANDREW CHRI STENSEN,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
RON SCOTT, Adm nistrative Warden
Bow e County Correctional Center;
CAROL DOLBE, Assistant District
Attorney, Bowi e County, Texas,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 5:95-CV-193

“June 26, 1996
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Mar k Andrew Chri stensen, #85649, a Colorado state prisoner
incarcerated in Texas, appeals fromthe district court's
dismssal of his civil rights conplaint as frivol ous pursuant to

28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(d). Christensen argues that he was denied

access to the courts because Dol be renoved a di sk contai ni ng

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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Col orado statutes fromthe prison law library, that the prison
law |library is inadequate, that no other nethod of |egal support
is available to the inmates, that the prison does not have a
system for Col orado inmates to nake | egal telephone calls to
their attorneys, that since filing his conplaint he has been
transferred to a facility with no law library, and that he is
denied the rights and privileges avail able to other Col orado
inmates incarcerated in the State of Col orado. Because
Christensen failed to allege the elenent of |egal prejudice
necessary to set forth a cogni zable access-to-the-courts claim
the district court did not abuse its discretion by dismssing

this claimas frivol ous. See Eason v. Thaler, 73 F.3d 1322, 1328

(5th Gr. 1996). Neither has Christensen alleged purposeful or
intentional discrimnation with regard to the transfer of

Col orado inmates to Texas prison facilities. See Mihanmad v.

Lynaugh, 966 F.2d 901, 903 (5th Cr. 1992). He has thus failed
to set forth a cognizable equal protection claim Accordingly,
the judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED

AFFI RVED.



