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

No. 96-40593
Summary Cal endar

CARL RUBI N W LLI AMS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
GARY JOHNSQON, DI RECTOR,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(6: 96- CV-292)

Cct ober 20, 1997
Bef ore W ENER, BARKSDALE, and EMLIO M GARZA, C rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Carl Rubin WIIlians, Texas prisoner # 398504, filed a civil
rights action against Gary Johnson, Director of the Texas
Departnent of Crimnal Justice (TDC)), alleging that he was
deprived of the opportunity to have 1758 days of good tine credits
restored in violation of the Ex Post Facto C ause. We do not
deci de whether Wl lianms should have brought his claimin a habeas

corpus application or a civil rights action because he has failed

Pursuant to 5TH QR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



to state a claimfor relief under either standard. See Thomas v.
Torres, 717 F.2d 248, 249 (5th Cr. 1983); cert. denied 465 U S
1010 (1984).

Effective 20 Novenber 1993, TDCJ issued a directive
di scontinuing the restoration of good conduct tine forfeited as a
result of disciplinary violations. W have held, that this
directive does not violate the Ex Post Facto Clause. Hallmark v.
Johnson, 118 F.3d 1073, 1078-79 (5th Gr. 1997).

To the extent that WIlliams raises a claim that he was
deprived of a liberty interest wthout due process, we review for
plain error. See United States v. Calverley, 37 F.3d 160, 162-63
(5th Gr. 1994) (en banc) (citing U S. v. dano, 507 U S. 725, 730-
37 (1993)), cert. denied 513 U. S. 1196 (1995)). W do not address
the issue because WIllianms has not denonstrated error, plain or
ot herw se. |d.
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