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Detroy Deckard appeals the district court’s order granting
the notion for sunmary judgnment filed by appellee, Deputy Sheriff
John Cat oe, and di sm ssing on grounds of qualified imunity his
conplaint raising clains of false arrest and nali cious
prosecution. The summary judgnent evidence reflects that Catoe
m stakenly identified Deckard as the person who sold himcrack
cocai ne during an undercover investigation. There is no genuine
i ssue whet her Catoe knew the identification was erroneous or

whet her Catoe acted with reckless disregard for the truth. See

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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Freeman v. County of Bexar, 210 F.3d 550, 553 (5th Cr. 2000).

Catoe’s identification of Deckard as the perpetrator, although
m st aken, was not objectively unreasonabl e based upon information
avai lable to Catoe at the tinme he nade the identification. See

Wen v. Towe, 130 F.3d 1154, 1158 (5th Cr. 1997). The dism ssa

of Deckard s false-arrest claimis affirned. Because there i s no
reason to believe that Catoe’s actions were malicious, the
di sm ssal of the malicious-prosecution claimis also affirned.

See Goodson v. Gty of Corpus Christi, 202 F.3d 730, 739 (5th

Gir. 2000).

AFFI RVED.



