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

No. 97-10057

Summary Cal endar

TERRY LEE DELP
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
JAI ME QUI NTANI LLA,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(1:96- CV-220)

June 5, 1997
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BENAVIDES, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Terry Lee Del p (#613302) contends that the magi strate judge
erred in dismssing his civil rights conplaint under the rule in

Heck v. Hunphrey, 512 U S. 477 (1994). Delp cites Arnento-Bey V.

Har per, 68 F.3d 215, 216 (8th Gr. 1995), for the proposition that

his claimis viable under WIlff v. MDonnell, 418 U S. 539, 554

(1974). This argunent is without nerit. Under WIff, “states may,
under certain circunstances, create liberty interests which are

protected by the Due Process Cl ause.” Madison v. Parker, 104 F. 3d

"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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.



765, 767 (5th G r. 1997). “However, . . . these interests are
generally limted to state-created regulations or statutes which
affect the quantity of tinme rather than the quality of tinme served

by a prisoner.” Id. Under Sandin v. Conner, 115 S. C. 2293, 2297

(1995), changes in a prisoner’s classification do not inplicate a
prisoner’s due process rights. The punishnment neted out to Delp
did not affect the duration of his confinenent. Under Sandi n,
Del p’s claimis not cogni zabl e under 8 1983. Therefore, we AFFI RM
the judgnent of the district court.

AFFI RVED.



