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

No. 93-7740
Summary Cal endar

WLLIAM E. WARE,
Petitioner- Appel | ant,
VERSUS

J. STEWART MJURPHY,
Probati on and Parol e Board, et al.,

Respondent s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissippi
(3:93-Cv-89)

January 12, 1996
Before KING SM TH, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

WIlliam Ware appeals the dismssal, as frivolous, of his
petition for federal habeas corpus relief. He argues that the
district court abused its discretion because he was denied due
process and the protections of the Ex Post Facto Cl ause when the
i nterval between his parole hearings was extended.

W have reviewed the record, the district court’s order of

" Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has deternined that this opinion
should not be published and is not precedent except under the limted
circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



di sm ssal, and Ware’ s contentions. Finding noreversible error, we
AFFIRM  See Sandin v. Conner, 115 S. C. 2293 (1995); Allison v.
Kyle, 66 F.3d 71 (5th G r. 1995); Heck v. Hunphrey, 114 S. C. 2364
(1994); Scales v. Mssissippi State Parole Bd., 831 F.2d 565 (5th
Cr. 1987); Thomas v. Torres, 717 F.2d 248 (5th Cr. 1983), cert.
Deni ed, 465 U.S. 1010 (1984).



