
*  Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R. 47.5, the court has determined
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limited circumstances set forth in 5TH CIR.
R. 47.5.4.
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PER CURIAM:*

Gerald Thomas Armstrong (#768439), a state prisoner, appeals
the summary-judgment dismissal of his complaint filed pursuant to
42 U.S.C. § 1983, alleging that his right to liberty under the
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Fourth Amendment was violated in connection with his arrest and
subsequent parole revocation.  Armstrong contends that there are
genuine issues of material fact concerning whether his
warrantless stop and arrest were constitutional, in view of the
fact that the arresting officers did not have a parole-violator
warrant.

The district court did not err in granting summary judgment
and dismissing Armstrong's claims for failing to establish a
constitutional violation cognizable under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.  See
Leffall v. Dallas Indep. Sch. Dist., 28 F.3d 521, 525 (5th Cir.
1994).  The officers' warrantless stop of Armstrong and
investigation culminating in his arrest were justifiable under
Terry v. Ohio, 392 U.S. 1, 19-21 (1968), because the officers had
a reasonable and articulable suspicion that Armstrong had
committed a crime, regardless whether Armstrong also held the
status of a parole violator, and there has been no showing that
the scope of the Terry stop was unreasonable.

AFFIRMED. 


