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

No. 01-40873
Summary Cal endar

RLN | NDUSTRI ES, | NC.
Pl aintiff,
ver sus

TEXAS COMBUSTI ON SYSTEMs, | NC., ET AL.,

Def endant s,
TEXAS COVBUSTI ON SYSTEMS, | NC.; M KE MJURPHY
i ndi vi dual |y,

Def endants-Third Party Plaintiffs-Appellants,
vVer sus

G LBERT L. GOVEZ, Sergeant,

Third Party Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. G 00-Cv-727

 April 23, 2002
Bef ore DeMOSS, PARKER, and DENNIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM ~
Texas Conbustion Systens, Inc. (TX Conbustion) and M ke

Mur phy appeal the district court’s grant of summary judgnent and

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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di sm ssal of their counterclains agai nst Sergeant G | bert Gonez.
They argue that Sergeant Gonez violated their due process rights
when, under a threat of arrest, he forced Murphy to return

equi pnent to the prem ses of RLN Industries, Inc. (RLN). Muirphy
and TX Conmbustion al so contend that the district court abused its
di scretion when it denied their request to continue consideration
of the summary judgnent notion to all ow additional discovery.

Qur de novo review of the record reveals that the district
court was correct in determning that Sergeant Gonez’s actions
were not unreasonable, that he was protected by qualified
immunity and official immunity, and that TX Conbustion’s and

Mur phy’ s conversion claimwas without nmerit. Anderson v. Liberty

Lobby, Inc., 477 U S. 242, 250 (1986); Fen. R CVv. P. 56(c);

Mangieri v. Cdifton, 29 F.3d 1012, 1016 (5th Cr. 1994). The

district court also did not abuse its discretion in denying the
nmotion to continue the summary judgnent notion to all ow

addi tional discovery. See FED. R Cv. p. 56(f); Washington v.

Allstate Ins. Co., 901 F.2d 1281, 1285 (5th Cr. 1990); Pierce v.

Smth, 117 F.2d 866, 871 n.5 (5th Gr. 1997).

AFFI RVED.



