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ERI CO DAVI AS,
a/ k/a Eric Davis,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus

JOHN C. DURI O and
JOHN P. NAVARRE,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
(93 CVv 251)

August 16, 1995

Before DAVIS, JONES and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Appellant Erico Davias, now a New Hanpshire state
prisoner, filed this 8§ 1983 conplaint for danmages against the
former sheriff and a district judge of Allen Parish, Louisiana for
events dealing with his extradition to New Hanpshire. Upon renmand

of the case from this court, the appellees noved for summary

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that have no
precedential value and nerely decide particular cases on the basis of well-
settled principles of |aw inposes needl ess expense on the public and burdens on
the | egal profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published.



judgnent, and Davias supplied no adm ssible controverting proof.
Based on the nmagi strate judge's reconmmendation, the district court
granted summary judgnent for Sheriff Durio and Judge Navarre.
Davi as has appeal ed but has raised no reversible error. W affirm

Davias's only argunent in his appellate brief is that the
def endants' summary judgnent proof was altered on their behal f; and
he apparently attaches sone new court records to his brief. These
efforts are wasted. Davias cited no facts supporting his
contention of altered evidence either to the trial court or this
court, and we will not consider vague allegations. The docunents
he has attached appear regular on their face and sinply lay the
groundwork for extradition to New Hanpshire. W cannot fat homwhat
he sought to gain by offering themto this court.

The district court properly granted sunmary judgnent for
each of the defendants. Davias alleged clainms against Judge
Navarre that related to his official duties, for which he has

absolute imunity from 8 1983 liability. Stunp v. Sparkman, 435

U S 349, 357-60 (1978). Durios's sunmary judgnent evi dence stated
t hat he had no personal involvenent with Davias or his extradition
proceeding. In this circunstance, there is no 8 1983 supervisory

liability. Thonpkins v. Belt, 828 F.2d 298, 303-04 (5th Cr.

1987) .
The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RMED



