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PER CURIAM:*

Having reviewed the briefs and the record, and concluding that the defendant deputy

had qualified immunity because there was no violation of clearly established law (see Taylor

v. Gregg, 36 F.3d 453 (5th Cir. 1994), and Hand v. Gary, 838 F.2d 1420 (5th Cir. 1988), which,

although in tension with Malley v. Briggs, 475 U.S. 335 (1986), concerning the effect to be given

a search warrant for claims against officers initiating an arrest, reflect no violation of clearly

established law); and concluding further that there is no material fact issues as to the other

claims under federal law, and that judgment as a matter of law on those claims was proper
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against the plaintiff, the judgment is 

AFFIRMED.     


