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

No. 94-10222
Conf er ence Cal endar

REA NA FORD
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

PH L HARDI NG Hom ci de
Det ective, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:93-CV-2552-G
_ (May 17, 1994)
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Regi na Ford, a Texas prisoner currently confined at the
Dall as County Jail as a result of a parole revocation, filed this
civil rights action alleging that she was arrested and det ai ned
for parole violations based on basel ess charges that were
ultimately dism ssed. She alleged that after a hearing before
the Parol e Board, her parole was revoked, even though all charges

agai nst her were dropped. She sought rel ease from confi nenent,

injunctive relief, and nonetary danmages. The district court

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that this opinion should not be published.
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di sm ssed her conplaint wthout prejudice for failure to exhaust
habeas renedi es.

Ford's 8 1983 conplaint challenges the validity of the
revocation of her parole and seeks rel ease from confinenent.
This Court requires plaintiffs challenging the legality of their
confinenent pursuant to a parole revocation to pursue state and
federal habeas renedies prior to asserting a 8§ 1983 claim

Jackson v. Torres, 720 F.2d 877, 879 (5th Gr. 1987); see also

Serio v. Menbers of Louisiana State Bd. of Pardons, 821 F.2d

1112, 1118-19 (5th Gr. 1987). Ford indicated in her conplaint
that she has not instituted any other actions in state or federal
court dealing with the facts alleged in her conplaint relating to
her current confinenent on the parole revocation. The district
court properly dismssed Ford's conplaint for failure to exhaust
state and federal habeas renedies.

To the extent that Ford seeks nonetary danmages for her
al l eged wongful parole revocation and incarceration, her claim
is inextricably intertwned with her other clainms and i s not
readi |y capabl e of separate analysis. Therefore, exhaustion of
habeas renedies is required for this claimas well. See Serio,
821 F.2d at 1119.

The district court's dismssal of Ford' s conplaint wthout
prejudi ce was correct and the judgnent 1S AFFI RVED

| T I'S FURTHER ORDERED that the statute of limtations is
deened tolled pending Ford' s diligent pursuit of habeas relief.

See Rodriguez v. Holnes, 963 F.2d 799, 804-05 (5th Gr. 1992).




