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Kenner, Louisiana, Police Oficer David Stroneyer appeals
the denial of his notion for summary judgnent dism ssal of a 42
U S C 8§ 1983 conplaint on grounds of qualified immunity.
Plaintiff Benny Watson alleged that O ficer Stroneyer used
excessive force in handcuffing Watson follow ng his arrest for

stealing a beer froma conveni ence store and that he wongfully

" Pursuant to 5TH QG RoU T RUE 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 QRaUT
RULE 47.5. 4.
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sprayed Watson with nmace while Watson was incarcerated in a
police station holding cell.

O ficer Stroneyer argues that the magistrate judge™
m sapplied the burden of proof in evaluating his clains of
qualified imunity; that both excessive force clains are barred

under the doctrine of Heck v. Hunphrey™ :; and that he did not

vi ol ate Watson’s constitutional rights. He argues in the
alternative that his conduct was objectively reasonabl e under the
ci rcunst ances.

We find no error in the magistrate judge’ s anal ysis of
O ficer Stroneyer’s clains of qualified imunity. Wtson's
excessive force clains are not barred under Heck because a
resolution of the clains in Watson’s favor woul d not necessarily
inplicate the validity of any of his crimnal convictions. Heck,
512 U.S. at 486-87 fn.6-7. Qur review of the undisputed nmateri al
facts |l eads us to conclude that Watson has defeated summary
j udgnent based on qualified imunity by alleging the violation of
a constitutional right and because the undi sputed material facts
do not show that O ficer Stroneyer’s conduct was objectively

reasonable. Spann v. Rainey, 987 F.2d 1110, 1115 (5th Gr.

1993); CGutierrez v. Gty of San Antonio, 139 F.3d 441, 447 (5th

Cir. 1998). The magistrate judge did not err in denying Oficer

Stroneyer’s notion to dism ss based on qualified i munity.

" The parties consented to proceed before a magistrate
judge pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 636(c).

* 512 U.S. 477 (1994).
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