IN THE COMMONWEALTH COURT OF PENNSYLVANIA

RONALD BANKS, and all : Cartified Record
other similarly situated prisoners, from the
Petitioners MAR 1 3 2002
V. and Order Exit

JEFFREY BEARD et al., :

Respondents No. 111 M.D. 2002
PER_CURIAM MEMORANDUM AND ORDER.

Petitioner, Ronald Banks, seeks in forma pauperis status in a case falling
within the purview of the Prison Litigation Reform Act, (PLRA) 42 Pa. C.S.
§56601-6608. He alleges that his mail has been subject to search, he had
been given limited stationary supplies, he has been given modified meals and

that he is in the Restrictive Housing Unit (RHU).

The United States Supreme Court has made It clear that a
change in the level of an inmate's security within a prison, even if effected for
disciplinary reasons, is not the type of deprivation of a liberty interest that
provides a legitimate basis for an inmate lawsuit. Sandin v. Conner, 515 U.5.
472 (1995); see also Wilder v. Department of Corrections, 673 A.2d 30 (Pa.
Cmwilth. 1996), petition for allowance of appeal denied, 545 Pa. 673, 681 A.2d
1344 (1996). The present case essentially concerns a challenge te the level of

custodial restriction applied to petitioner and certain other restrictions that



flow therefrom. Further, it involves the very type of prison management

matter with which this court has previously declined to become Involved. See

Lawson v. Department of Corrections, 539 A.2d 69 (Pa. Cmwith. 1988).

Accordingly, we conclude that petitioner has failed to state a
cause of action and the appeal Is dismissed under Section 6602(e)(2) of the

PLRA, 42 Pa. C.5. §6602(e)(2). Therefore, we enter the following

ORDER

NOW, March 12, 2002, the petition for review is dismissed.



