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

No. 97-10536
Summary Cal endar

CHRI STOPHER COWMAN,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JAI ME QUI NTANI LLA; PAUL COVPTON
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:96-CV-166
Novenber 12, 1997
Before JONES, SM TH and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Chri st opher Cowan, Texas prisoner # 403565, challenges the
district court’s dismssal of his civil rights suit pursuant to

Heck v. Hunphrey, 512 U S. 477 (1994). Cowan alleged that his

due process rights were violated because he was denied the right
to present certain evidence and witnesses on his behal f at

several hearings and on one occasion, he pleaded not guilty to
the disciplinary charge, but the hearing officer recorded that he
had pl eaded guilty. Favorable determ nation of these clains

woul d necessarily inply the invalidity of the chall enged

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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di sciplinary hearing. Cowan has not shown that these

di sci plinary hearings have been called into question by a state
or federal court, or otherw se invalidated. Accordingly, his
claimfor nonetary damages for these all eged due process

vi ol ations are not cogni zabl e under 8§ 1983. See Heck, 512 U. S.
at 487; Edwards v. Balisok, 117 S. C. 1584, 1586 (1997).

Furthernore, Cowan’s clainms of inadequate reasons for
excluding his evidence or for the punishnment inposed in violation
of prison rules are not cogni zabl e under 8§ 1983. Jackson v.

Cain, 864 F.2d 1235, 1251-52 (5th Cr. 1989). The district
court’s judgnent concerning these clains is affirned on that
basis. See Bickford v. Int'l Speedway Corp., 654 F.2d 1028, 1031
(5th Gir. 1981).

AFFI RVED.



