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

No. 96-60391
Conf er ence Cal endar

DARI LE JOHNSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus

RAYMOND ROBERTS; M KE MOORE
STEVE W PUCKETT; KI RK FORDI CE

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 4:96-CV-135-B-D
Decenber 11, 1996
Bef ore W ENER, BARKSDALE, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Daril e Johnson, No. 83789, a M ssissippi state prisoner,
appeal s the dismssal with prejudice of his 42 U S.C. § 1983
action as frivolous. Johnson maintains that his incarceration in
the penitentiary, rather than a county detention facility, prior
to the determnation of his direct appeal is unconstitutional.

There is no constitutionally protected interest surroundi ng an

inmate’s confinenent in the general prison population, only that

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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an i nnmate be confined under conditions consistent with his

sentence. MCrae v. Hankins, 720 F.2d 863, 866 (5th Cr. 1983).

Johnson’ s al |l egations do not show a constitutional violation.

See Thonmas v. Torres, 717 F.2d 248, 248-49 (5th cir. 1983), cert.

deni ed, 456 U.S. 1010 (1984). Johnson’s appeal is DI SM SSED as
frivolous. See 5th Gr. R 42.2.

We caution Johnson that any additional frivol ous appeal s
filed by himw Il invite the inposition of sanctions. To avoid
sanctions, Johnson is further cautioned to review any pendi ng
appeal s to ensure that they do not raise argunents that are
frivol ous.

APPEAL DI SM SSED; SANCTI ONS WARNI NG | SSUED



