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

No. 01-30578
Summary Cal endar

NI COLAS ESTI VERNE
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

CHARLES B. PLATTSM ER
Etc.: ET AL.,

Def endant s,
H BERNI A CORPORATI ON,;
PAULA EADY; GARY RYAN;
BRI AN WORKMAN,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 00- CVv-608-F
Decenber 6, 2001

Before JONES, SMTH, and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Ni col as Estiverne appeals fromthe district court’s order
granting summary judgnent dism ssing his clains arising under 42
U S. C 88 1983, 1985(3), and the district court’s order
dism ssing his clains arising under 12 U S. C. 88 3405, 3407, for
failure to state a claimunder Fed. R CGv. P. 12(b)(6).

Estiverne’s notion to strike appellees’ brief is DEN ED

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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W review the district court’s orders de novo. G bbs v.

Gimette, 254 F.3d 545, 547 (5th Cr. 2001) (review ng district

court’s ruling granting summary judgnent de novo); Castro Ronero

v. Becken, 256 F.3d 349, 353 (5th G r. 2001) (reviewing district
court’s ruling under Rule 12(b)(6) de novo).
Estiverne enjoys no constitutional right of privacy in his

bank records. See United States v. MIller, 425 U S. 435, 440

(1975). Because Estiverne has failed to state a constitutional
violation, his clains under 42 U.S.C. 88 1983, 1985(3), fail as a
matter of law. Anerican Mrs. Miut. Ins. Co. v. Sullivan, 526

U S 40, 49-50 (1999); Southard v. Texas Bd. of Crimnal Justice,

114 F. 3d 539, 556 n.30 (5th Cr. 1997).

Estiverne’s clainms arising under 12 U S.C. 88 3405, 3407,
fail to state a clai mupon which relief may be granted as the
statutes apply only to agencies or departnents of the United
States. See 12 U.S.C. § 3401(3).

Because Estiverne has failed to denonstrate any reversible
error, the judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED

AFFI RVED. MOTI ON DENI ED



