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

No. 95-20915
Summary Cal endar

DONALD FREDERI CK COLEVAN
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

vVer sus
SAM NUCHI A, Chi ef; JOHN TREVI NO,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the
Sout hern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-H 95-1523

April 10, 1996
Before JOLLY, JONES, and STEWART, Crcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Donal d Frederick Col eman appeals the dism ssal of his civil
rights conplaint as frivolous. Colenman argues that the statute of
l[imtations did not run on his clains of denial of access to the
courts and Fourth Amendnent viol ations. W have carefully revi ened
the record and the argunents. For essentially the sane reasons as

explained in the district court's order of dism ssal, see Col eman

V. Nuchia, No. CA-H 95-1523 (S.D. Tex. Cct. 6, 1995), we concl ude

"Pursuant to Local Rule 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 Local Rule 47.5. 4.



that the district court did not abuse its discretion in dismssing
t he deni al -of -access-to-the courts claim

To the extent that Coleman's Fourth Anmendnment claim is
unrelated to his state court conviction, the district court did not
err by relying on the statute of limtations to dismss the claim
as frivolous. To the extent that Col eman's Fourth Anmendnment claim
if successful, would invalidate his state court conviction or
sentence, the civil rights claimw Il not accrue until Col eman has
denonstrated that his conviction or sentence has been reversed,
expunged, declared invalid, or otherwise called into question by a

court of law. See Heck v. Hunphrey, 114 S. C. 2364, 2372 (1994).

The record does not reveal that Coleman has nade this show ng.
Thus, his Fourth Amendnent clai mhas no arguable basis in |aw, and
it was properly dism ssed as frivol ous.

AFFI RMED



