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

No. 98-30629
Conf er ence Cal endar

ARTHUR RAYMOND
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

WACKENHUT CORPCORATI ON, TERRY TERRELL
O KENT ANDREWS; BECK, Warden

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Louisiana

USDC No. 97-CV-1299

February 9, 1999
Bef ore BARKSDALE and EM LIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM **

Art hur Raynond, Louisiana prisoner #132634, appeals fromthe
dismssal of his civil rights action as frivolous. Raynond
contends that the confiscation of his transcripts froma fell ow
prisoner violated his right of access to the courts; violated the
Due Process Clause; and violated the Cruel and Unusual Puni shnment

Cl ause.

“This matter is being decided by a quorum 28 U S.C. §
46(d).

Pursuant to 5THGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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Regar di ng Raynond’ s access-to-the-courts contention, we have
reviewed the record and Raynond’s brief and we find no
nonfrivol ous issue. Accordingly, in regard to that issue, we
di sm ss Raynond' s appeal for essentially the reasons relied upon
by the district court. Raynond v. Wackenhut Corp., No. 97-CV-
1299 (WD. La. Apr. 21, 1998).

Loui si ana provi des adequate state-law renedi es for
deprivations of property. Marshall v. Norwood, 741 F.2d 761
763-64 (5th Cr. 1984). Raynond has failed to show any due
process violation resulting fromthe confiscation of his
property.

Raynond does not offer factual or |egal argunents to support
his Cruel and Unusual Puni shnent C ause contention beyond the
mere mention of the issue. He has failed to brief that issue for
appeal. Brinkmann v. Dallas County Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813
F.2d 744, 748 (5th CGr. 1987).

APPEAL DI SM SSED. 5TH QR R 42. 2.



