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

No. 95-20706
Summary Cal endar

WLLIE D. ARMSTEAD
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
JAMES A. COLLINS, DIRECTOR, TEXAS
DEPARTMENT OF CRI M NAL JUSTI CE
| NSTI TUTI ONAL DI VI SI ON; JACK KYLE

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-H 94-2140
) ﬁeﬂrda{y-S: i9§6-
Before H Gd NBOTHAM DUHE and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Arnstead appeals fromthe district court's order granting
the defendants' notion for sunmary judgnment in his civil rights
action under 42 U . S.C. 8 1983. He argues that the defendants
violated his rights to due process, equal protection, and the Ex

Post Facto Clause in calculating his parole eligibility and his

parol e review date. W have reviewed the record and the district

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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court's opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we
affirmfor the reasons given by the district court.

AFF| RMED.



