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

No. 98-10594
Summary Cal endar

JOHN ALBERT ESTRADA, SR,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

DAN MORALES, Attorney GCeneral;

JOHN SCHATTE, Probation Oficer,

Travis County; JAN CE BROWN, Supervi sor,
Travis County Probation; JI M RUST,
Director Travis County Probation;

DANA DE BEAUVO R, Travis County d erk;

VI VI AN LEW S HEI NE, Doct or;

MATTHEW FERRARA, Doctor; MARK TOLLE,
Judge; CGENE BENAVI DEZ, Court Probation
O ficer; LISA FOX, Assistant D strict
Attorney, Dallas County; JOHN GRAU,
Assistant District Attorney, Dallas County;
M CHAEL MORROW Publ i c Def ender;

ALFRED CAMPCS, JR., Attorney; JOHN VANCE,
District Attorney, Dallas County;

EARL BULLOCK, Dallas County d erk,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas

USDC No. 3:98-CV-566-R

February 15, 1999
Before KING Chief Judge, POLITZ, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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John Al bert Estrada, Sr., Texas prisoner # 744108, appeal s
the dismssal of his civil rights suit pursuant to 28 U S. C
8§ 1915A. Estrada contends that the district court failed to
address his 42 U S.C. § 1981 and § 1985 cl ai ns agai nst the

defendants; his clains are not barred by Heck v. Hunphrey, 512

U S 477 (1994), because the reversal of the revocation of
supervision with respect to the sexual assault offense
effectively invalidated the revocation of supervision relating to
t he aggravated sexual assault offense; and the judge, the
prosecutors, and his defense counsel conspired to revoke his
communi ty supervision even though they knew that he had not
violated the ternms of his release. W have reviewed the record
and Estrada’s brief and AFFIRM the district court’s dism ssal for
essentially the sane reasons adopted by the district court.

Estrada v. Myrales, No. 3:98-CV-566-R (N.D. Tex. May 13, 1998).

Al l outstanding notions are DEN ED
AFFI RVED.  MOTI ONS DENI ED



