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

No. 93-3568
Conf er ence Cal endar

JERRY CHAPMAN,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

TONY SEVELL ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. CA-91-302-A-M2
 (May 18, 1994)

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Jerry Chapman has not shown that the district court erred in
granting summary judgnent to the defendants. Chapman has not
denonstrated a violation of his rights under the Due Process
Cl ause because Louisiana i nmates do not have a liberty interest

in receiving a decision within 120 days of a prison disciplinary

appeal. Carter v. Lynn, No. 92-3495, (5th Cr. June 11, 1993)
(unpubl i shed; copy attached). The district court did not err in
di sm ssing Chapman's state-law clains that the defendants had

failed to performmnisterial duties. See Rhyne v. Henderson

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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County, 973 F.2d 386, 395 (5th Cir. 1992); 28 U.S.C. §
1367(c) (3).
The Court declines to consider the other issues which

Chapman has |isted, w thout explanation or argunent, in his

appellate brief. Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th
Cr. 1993); Fed. R App. P. 28(a).

Chapman has filed a "Modtion for Relief" seeking nonetary
damages and injunctive relief. The notion is DEN ED.

AFFI RVED.



