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PATRI CI A STANTON, Individually and as representative
of the Estate of Scott Allen Mtchell, deceased,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
HARRI S COUNTY; HARRI S COUNTY SHERI FF' S DEPARTNMENT;
MARK HOKETT, Acting individually and in his official capacity;
SH RLEY VO SIN, Individually and in her official capacity

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:02-CV-3756

Bef ore REAVLEY, JOLLY and H GE NBOTHAM Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Patricia Stanton filed a 42 U S.C. §8 1983 suit agai nst
Harris County, the Harris County Sheriff’s Departnment, Deputy
Mar k Hokett and Deputy Shirley Voisin, seeking damages ari sing
out of the suicide of Ms. Stanton’s son, Scott Mtchell, while he
was being held in the Cear Lake Jail in Harris County, Texas.

The district court granted sunmary judgnment in favor of the

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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def endants, dismssing Ms. Stanton’s clains. M. Stanton now appeals.
We review the district court’s decision to grant sunmary
j udgnent de novo, drawing all inferences in favor of the

nonnmovi ng party. Fraire v. Arlington, 957 F.2d 1268, 1273 (5th

Cr. 1992). In order to prevail on a 8 1983 clai m based on the
alleged failure of |aw enforcenent officials to prevent the
suicide of a pretrial detainee, the plaintiff nust denonstrate
that the officials acted with deliberate indifference to the

det ai nee’ s needs. Fl ores v. County of Hardeman, 124 F.3d 736,

738 (5th Cr. 1997). Viewing the evidence in the |ight nost
favorable to Ms. Stanton, we conclude that the actions of
Deputi es Hokett and Voisin did not rise to the | evel of

deli berate indifference. It follows that Harris County cannot be
liable. See id.

Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED.



