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

No. 01-10537
Conf er ence Cal endar

RUDY GARCI A, JR
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

GERALD GARRETT, Chairnman Texas
Board of Pardons/ Parol es sued
in his individual and offici al
capacity; VI CTOR RCDRI GUEZ,
Director sued in his |Individual
and O ficial Capacity; CARL
JEFFERIES, InterimDirector
Texas Departnment of Crim nal
Justice Parole Division sued
in his individual and offici al
capacity, BRYAN COLLI ER

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:01-CV-40-A
~ Cctober 26, 2001
Bef ore W ENER, BENAVIDES, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Rudy Garcia, Jr., Texas prisoner # 851894, appeals fromthe
di sm ssal of his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 conplaint pursuant to 28 U S. C
88 1915(e)(2) and 1915A(b). He contends that he does not fal
under Tex. Gov't Code Ann. 8§ 508.149's list of inmates who are

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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ineligible for mandatory supervision. He seeks injunctive relief
declaring that he is eligible for mandatory supervi sion.

When a state prisoner such as Garcia is challenging the very
fact or duration of his physical inprisonnent, and the relief he
seeks is a determnation that he is entitled to i medi ate rel ease
or a speedier release fromthat inprisonnent, his sole federa

remedy is a wit of habeas corpus. Preiser v. Rodriqguez, 411

U. S 475, 500 (1973). Accordingly, the district court did not

err in dismssing his conplaint. Harris v. Hegmann, 198 F. 3d

153, 156 (5th G r. 1999). The judgnent of the district court is
AFFI RVED.



