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

No. 99-40616
Conf er ence Cal endar

SAMUEL RODRI GUEZ REYNA,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

PAUL STWART; ROY CANTU, Jailer; NATH NE COATES; JANET WLLI AM

JI MW REEVE; SUSAN d BBANY; ERI C ECHAVARRY; LEROY MOODY, Sheriff,
San Patricio County, State of Texas; N NA TRI VI NO, WAYNE SCOIT,
Director-TDCJ; WLLI AM BROOKS; J. DE LEON, HECTOR GARZA; BOB

G LL; JORGE L. FERNANDEZ; DANNY GARCI A; MARY ANN GARZA; OWAR I .
SANCHES; ELI SEO ZUNI GA; DAVI D AKEN, County Attorney,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. C-97-CV-674

 April 14, 2000
Bef ore WENER, DeMOSS, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Sanuel Rodriguez Reyna, TDCJ #494325, appeals the judgnent
in favor of the defendants in his 42 U S.C. §8 1983 civil rights

suit. Reyna challenges his conviction and 11 year sentence for

burgl ary, seeks injunctive relief for his release fromprison for

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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the burglary conviction, and argues that the jury erred in
failing to award damages when it found the defendant was |i able.
Reyna has noved this court for the appoi ntnent of appellate
counsel and to supplenent the appellate record. Reyna has not
denonstrated that his case presents exceptional circunstances
warranting the appoi ntnment of counsel, and the notion for
appoi ntnent of counsel is denied. The supplenent to the record
is unrelated to the argunents raised on appeal, and the notion to
suppl enent i s deni ed.

Reyna’s cl ains regarding his burglary conviction were raised
for the first time on appeal and may not be considered. See

Leverette v. Louisville Ladder Co., 183 F.3d 339, 342 (5th Gr.

1999), cert. denied, 120 S. C. 982 (2000). |In addition, the

clainms may not be raised until Reyna's burglary conviction has

been i nval i dat ed. See Heck v. Humphrey, 512 U. S. 477, 487

(1994). Reyna's final argunent is factually frivol ous because
the jury found that the defendant was not liable. The judgnent
in favor of the defendants is AFFI RVED

AFFI RMED. MOTI ONS DENI ED



