
     *  Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limited circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR.
R. 47.5.4.
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Before KING, Chief Judge, POLITZ, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURIAM:*
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John Albert Estrada, Sr., Texas prisoner # 744108, appeals
the dismissal of his civil rights suit pursuant to 28 U.S.C.
§ 1915A.  Estrada contends that the district court failed to
address his 42 U.S.C. § 1981 and § 1985 claims against the
defendants; his claims are not barred by Heck v. Humphrey, 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
the aggravated sexual assault offense; and the judge, the
prosecutors, and his defense counsel conspired to revoke his
community supervision even though they knew that he had not
violated the terms of his release.  We have reviewed the record
and Estrada’s brief and AFFIRM the district court’s dismissal for
essentially the same reasons adopted by the district court. 
Estrada v. Morales, No. 3:98-CV-566-R (N.D. Tex. May 13, 1998).

All outstanding motions are DENIED.
AFFIRMED.  MOTIONS DENIED.


