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 Although Moore has listed four additional parties as defendants in his appeal, three1

of these parties were previously voluntarily dismissed from the case (Smith, Cockrell and
Baldwin). This voluntary dismissal is unappealable. See Le Compte v. Mr. Chip, Inc., 528 F.2d
601, 603 (5th Cir. 1976). Moore has presented no argument as to the liability of the fourth
(Buentello), and any claim against him is therefore abandoned. See Davis v. Maggio, 706 F.2d
568, 571 (5th Cir. 1983).
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A panel of this court has already determined that Defendants in this case,

Officer Guyton and Major Lightfoot , are entitled to qualified immunity in this1

suit arising under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. Moore v. Lightfoot, 286 F. App’x 844 (5th

Cir. 2008) (per curiam) (unpublished). That panel remanded with instructions

to the district court to enter summary judgment for Defendants. The district

court then did so. Moore has now appealed that judgment. The law of the case

doctrine controls this appeal. Free v. Abbott Laboratories, 164 F.3d 270, 272 (5th

Cir. 1999). Moore has presented no evidence or argument supporting

reconsideration of the issue. We therefore AFFIRM the district court’s grant of

summary judgment.
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