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

No. 01-50219
Summary Cal endar

G LBERTO VALADEZ,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
EL PASO COUNTY; ET AL.
Def endant s,
EL PASO COUNTY; LEO SAMANI EGO,
Sheriff, Individually and in
Hs Oficial Capacity,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. EP-00-CVv-203-H

Septenber 21, 2001
Before JONES, SMTH, and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Gl berto Val adez appeals the district court’s grant of the
def endants’ notions for summary judgnent and judgnent on the
pl eadi ngs. Val adez argues that the district court should not
have granted summary judgnent to the County and Sheriff Sanmani ego

in his official capacity because the alleged illegal entry and

search of his hone was conducted pursuant to Samaniego’s tacit
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policy of ratification. He relies on Sharp v. Gty of Houston,

164 F.3d 923 (5th Cir. 1999) for this proposition. Val adez
presents no argunent on the other issues that were addressed in
the district court’s order granting the defendants’ notions.

Accordi ngly, these issues are abandoned. See Yohey v. Collins,

985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Gr. 1993).

Val adez’ s reliance on Sharp is msplaced. Unlike Sharp,
Val adez has not shown that the conduct of which he conplains was
so wi despread that Samani ego and the County should have, in the
exerci se of reasonable care, known of and renedied it. Rather,
Val adez has presented evidence of only a single, isolated
i nci dent of wrongdoing that was not undertaken in accordance with
official policy. This is insufficient to establish l[iability on

the part of the appellees. See klahoma Gty v. Tuttle, 471 U S

808, 823 (1985)(plurality opinion). Valadez has not shown that
the district court erred in granting the defendants’ notion for

summary judgnent. See Topalian v. Ehrman, 954 F.2d 1125, 1131

(5th Gr. 1992). Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court
i s AFFI RVED.



