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

No. 01-20876
Summary Cal endar

KENNETH GLOVER,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

TEXAS BOARD OF PARDONS & PAROLES; LYNN BROWN, JUANI TA GONZALEZ,
R ROSMUS,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 01-CVv-51

 May 29, 2002

Before JONES, SMTH, and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Kenneth G over appeals the district court’s dismssal of his
42 U.S.C. § 1983 suit as frivolous. He argues that he is
entitled to damages for having been wongfully placed on Super
I nt ensi ve Supervi sion Program (SI SP) when he was rel eased from
prison in 2000. dover states that his parole was revoked

because he refused to conmply with SISP conditions. A favorable

ruling on Aover’s claimwould call into question the validity of

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 parole revocation. The district court’s determ nation that
A over could not obtain relief under 42 U.S.C. 8 1983 until his
parol e revocati on was reversed or otherwise called into question

was not an abuse of discretion. See Heck v. Humphrey, 512 U. S.

477, 486-87 (1994); Littles v. Board of Pardons and Parol es

Division, 68 F.3d 122, 123 (5th Gr. 1995); Siglar v. Hi ghtower,

112 F. 3d 191, 193 (5th Gr. 1997).
The district court’s judgnent of dismssal is AFFI RVED
A over’s notion for injunctive relief challenging his recent
pl acenment on Super Intensive Supervision when released in March
2002 is an issue being raised for the first tine on appeal and is

DENI ED.



