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PER CURIAM:*

Felix Oriakhi, federal inmate #51338-079, challenges the

summary judgment awarded the defendants.  He contends that genuine

issues of material fact exist as to the following: (1) the quality

of the information in the affidavit supporting the warrant seizing



the $3,104; (2) the adequacy of the forfeiture notice given by the

DEA; (3) the apparent discrepancy between the time of issuance of

the money order and the issuance of the seizure warrant; (4) his

demand of the return of his deposit from Huval prior to the DEA’s

notice to Huval of the impending forfeiture of that money; and (5)

Huval’s failure to notify Oriakhi of the impending seizure.

Pursuant to our de novo review of appellate record, and for

essentially the reasons relied upon by the district court, through

the adoption of the magistrate judge’s reports, see Oriakhi v.

Parsons, No. 94-1595 (W.D. La. Sept. 17, 1996 & Sept. 27, 1995), we

conclude that the defendants were entitled to summary judgment.

AFFIRMED     


