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

No. 99-10694
Conf er ence Cal endar

RAYMOND KI NG

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

GARY L. JOHNSON, DI RECTOR, TEXAS
DEPARTMENT OF CRI M NAL JUSTI CE

| NSTI TUTI ONAL DI VI SI ON; JOHN DCES,
Oficer; JANE DOES, Oficer: TEXAS
DEPARTMENT OF CRI M NAL JUSTI CE

| NSTI TUTI ONAL DI VI SI ON,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 5:97-CV-390-C

~ August 24, 2000
Before KING Chief Judge, and POLITZ and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Raynond Ki ng, Texas prisoner No. 636040, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his civil rights conplaint and
moves this court for a protective order. The notion for a
protective order is DENIED. King's conplaint challenges the

defendants’ interpretation of the Texas Departnent of Crim nal

Justice (TDCJ) regul ations concerning i nmates’ receipt of

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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sexually explicit materials. He alleges that his Equal
Protection rights have been viol ated because the TDCJ *approved
publication list” includes nmagazi nes featuring |l esbian activity,
but it omts other nagazines specializing in mnority |esbian
subjects. King cannot establish an equal protection violation
because he does not suggest that he has been treated differently

fromany other TDCJ prisoner. Thonpson v. Patteson, 985 F.2d

202, 207 (5th Cr. 1993). At best, he has alleged only
i nconsi stent censorship, which is insufficient to support an
equal protection violation. |d.
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