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

No. 99-30280
Conf er ence Cal endar

WALTER L. COLLI NS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

HARRY LEE, Sheriff of
Jefferson Pari sh,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 97-Cv-137-T

" December 14, 1999
Before JOLLY, H GE NBOTHAM and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

VWalter Collins appeals fromthe district court’s sunmary
judgnent. Appellant contends that the district court erred in
determ ning that appellee was entitled to the defense of
qualified imunity and granting sunmary judgnent on that basis.

The district court did not so err. Although Collins alleged

the violation of a clearly established constitutional right, see

Wllians v. Treen, 671 F.2d 892, 902 (5th Cr. 1982), he did not

counter the affidavit filed by the defendant in support of

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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summary judgnent that explained the racial housing policies and
statistics at the tine of plaintiff’s incarceration. This
affidavit shows that there was no policy of or de facto
unconstitutional racial segregation. The defendant was therefore
entitled to summry judgnent.

Appel  ant al so contends that the district court erred by
denying his notion to conpel. The district court did not abuse
its discretion in denying the notion. Any benefit that could
have been gl eaned fromthe desired docunents was outwei ghed by
the burden attached to the production. Because the district
court did not err in granting the Appellee’ s notion for summary
j udgnent or denying the Appellant’s notion to conpel, this case

i s AFFI RMVED.



