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

No. 97-20033
Conf er ence Cal endar

FREDDI E ROBI N EDWARDS
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

SAM NUCHI A; GERALD F. CRAWORD

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 94- CV-2650

Cct ober 22, 1997
Before POLI TZ, Chief Judge, and WENER and DENNI'S, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Freddi e Robin Edwards, a Texas inmate (# 658647), appeals
fromthe district court’s dism ssal of his pro se civil rights
conplaint, in which he had all eged that he was fal sely arrested
for auto theft in 1992.

Edwards argues that the district court erred in determ ning

that his clains were barred by the rule of Heck v. Hunphrey, 512

U S 477 (1994), in that he continues to serve a sentence that

Pursuant to 5THCGQR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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woul d be invalidated were his clainms found to be neritorious.
The court dism ssed the conplaint after holding a hearing

pursuant to Spears v. MCotter, 766 F.2d 179 (5th Gr. 1985).

W have reviewed the record and Edwards’ brief and find no

reversible error in the district court’s di sm ssal. See Edwar ds

V. Nuchia, No. H94-2650 (S.D. Tex. Dec. 24, 1996). The appeal

is without arguable nerit and is thus frivolous. See Howard v.

King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20 (5th G r. 1983). Accordingly, the
appeal is DOSMSSED. 5THCGR R 42.2.

Edwards’ notions to correct his brief to add references to
the record, to order production of a transcript of the
Spears hearing, to supplenent the record with exhibits, for
appoi nt nent of counsel, and for civil contenpt are DEN ED

MOTI ONS DENI ED;, APPEAL DI SM SSED



