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PER CURIAM:"
Gerald Reese, a Texas prisoner, appealsthe 28 U.S.C. § 1915(d)* dismissal of his

"Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determined that this opinion should
not be published and is not precedent except under the limited circumstances set forth

in Local Rule 47.5.4.
'Redesignated § 1915(e)(2)(B)(i) by § 804 of the Prison Litigation Reform Act, Pub. L. No.
104-134, 110 Stat. 1321 (1996)



civil rightscomplaint complaining of (1) denial of accesstothecourts, and (2) placement
in administrative segregation in violation of the due process and cruel and unusual
punishment clauses. The magistrate judgerecommended dismissal of the complaint as
frivolous in a report sent to Reese on March 12, 1996. Reese was required to file
objectionstothereport on or beforeMarch 26, 1996. No objectionswerefiled and on
March 27, 1996, the district court issued its judgment of dismissal.

On April 1, 1996 Reesefiled a motion for continuance of thetimefor objectingto
themagistratejudge'sreport. Therewasno allegation that thereport wasreceived late
or that the factual findings were in error. Reese complains only of an incorrect
application of the law.

The claim of denial of access to the courts was based on the allegations of
inordinatedelay and “ fast shuffle’ treatment accorded inthedelivery of threelegal texts
Reese acquired from West Publishing Company. If thealleged allegations occurred, a
situation is presented in which prison authorities could take no pride, but such
allegations do not riseto the level of a constitutional denial of accessto the courts.? A
prisoner must show actual legal injury toprevail on an access-to-the-court claim.® Reese
makes no such allegations.

Theclaimsof dueprocessand cruel and unusual punishment clauseviolationsare

“Brewer v. Wilkinson, 3 F.3d 816 (5th Cir. 1993), cert. denied, 510 U.S. 1123
(1994).

3Lewis V. Casey, 116 S.Ct. 2174 (1996).
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equally unavailing. Reese contends that the complaint of administrative segregation
resultsfrom the effort by prison authoritiestoretaliate against him because of the suits
hehadfiled against authoritiesand hiscomplaintsabout the performanceof their duties.
These allegations were deemed conclusory and frivolous by the district court. We
agree.*

AFFIRMED.

“See Whittington v. Lynaugh, 842 F.2d 818 (5th Cir.), cert. denied, 488 U.S. 840
(1988).



