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

No. 99-40327
Summary Cal endar

RUVALDO SCOLI S,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
A. LAMAR PRU T; CHARLES C. GREGORSKI, FBI
AGENT; ROBERT GARCI A, FBI AGENT; PEDRO RI VAS,
FBI AGENT; DON STAGGS, FBI AGENT; UNI TED
STATES OF AMERI CA,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
No. B-96-CV-232

April 4, 2000
Before JONES, SM TH, and BENAVI DES, Ci rcuit Judges.
EDI TH H JONES, Circuit Judge:”

Appel I ant Rumal do Solis, a fornmer I NSinspector convicted
of drug-trafficking charges, <contests the district court’s
dismssal of his conplaint against FBlI agents for allegedly
steal i ng about $30,000 of his noney during a warrant-authorized

search of his hone. On appeal, he asserts that the agents viol ated

"Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



his rights under the Fourth Anmendnent and 42 U.S.C. § 1985(3). W
affirm

Appel lant has tried and tried to fornul ate sone cause of
action under federal or state |law for which he can pursue the FB
of ficers. The district court affirmed the magistrate judge's
recomendation that his conpl ai nt shoul d be di sm ssed because, even
giving himthe pro se benefit of the doubt, he did not state a
claim under the Federal Tort Clains Act or federal civil rights
statutes. We affirmthe district court’s conclusion on different
reasoni ng.

Solis’s hone was searched in January 1994 pursuant to a
duly authorized search warrant issued because of his suspected
drug-trafficking activities. As a report placed in the record by
Solis denonstrates, Solis cooperated with the search and admtted
to the agents that approximately $60,000 in U S. currency was
stashed in his house in various places. According to Agent
Gregorski’s report, Solis also stated that this noney did not
belong to him but was held for him on behalf of his friends,
Mexi can nationals who authorized himto purchase itens in the U S
for them

Al t hough Solis allegedly reported possessing $60, 000 in
currency, the FBlI's docunents reflecting return of the search
warrant indicated that only $30, 050 had been confi scat ed.

I n Decenber 1996, Solis pled guilty and agreed “to wai ve
any interest and stipulate to the factual and |egal basis for

forfeiture of any asset which is the subject of any adm nistrative



or judicial forfeiture proceedi ng, whether crimnal or civil.” As
the magistrate judge's report notes, however, Solis apparently
reneged on this feature of his plea agreenent by filing a contest
to the seizure of the currency in question.

From these events, the followng conclusions may be
drawn. First, Solis disclained owership of all of the currency
when the agents originally discovered it. Second, he expressly
agreed in his sworn plea agreenent not to contest the forfeiture.
Third, he nowinpliedly asserts that the currency was his and was
not subject to forfeiture, for only upon satisfying these two
condi tions can he recover for alleged theft of the currency.

W see no reason that the federal court should
countenance a |lawsuit by Solis whose very essence contradicts his
cont enporaneous statenents to the FBI and his plea agreenent.
Because of these blatant contradictions, the civil lawsuit is
frivolous, and the claimhas no chance of success. See 28 U.S.C.
§ 1915A

On this basis, we affirm the judgnent of the district
court dismssing Solis's claim

AFFI RVED.



