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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 97-CV-2163

 April 27, 2001
Before EMLIO M GARZA, STEWART and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Cerald Thonmas Arnstrong (#768439), a state prisoner, appeals

the summary-judgnent dism ssal of his conplaint filed pursuant to

42 U.S.C. § 1983, alleging that his right to |iberty under the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.



No. 00-20848
-2

Fourth Amendnent was violated in connection with his arrest and
subsequent parole revocation. Arnstrong contends that there are
genui ne issues of material fact concerning whether his
warrantl ess stop and arrest were constitutional, in view of the
fact that the arresting officers did not have a parol e-violator
war r ant .

The district court did not err in granting sumrary judgnent
and dism ssing Arnstrong's clains 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 Gr.

1994). The officers' warrantless stop of Arnstrong and
investigation culmnating in his arrest were justifiable under

Terry v. Chio, 392 U. S. 1, 19-21 (1968), because the officers had

a reasonable and articul abl e suspicion that Arnstrong had
commtted a crine, regardl ess whether Arnstrong al so held the
status of a parole violator, and there has been no show ng that
the scope of the Terry stop was unreasonabl e.

AFFI RVED.



