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

No. 93-7247
Conf er ence Cal endar

KELVIN LEE W LLI S,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
JAMES A. COLLI NS,
Director, Texas Departnent of Crimnal Justice,
Institutional D vision, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court

for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. CA-G 92-598

(Novenber 1, 1993)
Before PCLI TZ, Chief Judge, and SM TH and WENER, Ci rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Kelvin Lee WIllis, an inmate of the Texas Departnent of
Crimnal Justice (TDCJ), Darrington Unit, appeals pro se the
di sm ssal, pursuant to 28 U . S.C. § 1915(d), of his 42 U S.C
88 1983, 1985, and 1986 action against three TDCJ enpl oyees. W

review the dism ssal for abuse of discretion. Dent on V.

Her nandez, us _ , 112 S . 1728, 1733, 118 L. Ed.2d 340

(1992) .

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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WIllis argues that the district court overl ooked his

allegations that his requested witness did not testify at the

di sciplinary hearing and that one wtness nade fal se statenents
at the hearing. These om ssions in the process due WIllis were
corrected adm nistratively by the overturned ruling through the
grievance procedures. WIIlis has not stated facts giving rise to

a due process violation. See Denton, 112 S.C. at 1733-34.

WIllis argues that his alleged facts, taken as a whole, show
that the defendants conspired to punish himfor being a wit
witer. The district court, however, concluded that the facts
alleged by Wllis "d[id] not raise any inference of retaliation."
Qur review indicates that the district court did not abuse its

di scretion in its concl usion. See Denton, 112 S.Ct. at 1734;

Wiittington v. Lynaugh, 842 F.2d 818, 819 (5th Cr.), cert.

deni ed, 488 U.S. 840 (1988).
AFFI RVED.



