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

No. 96-31021
Summary Cal endar

FELI X ORI AKHI ,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
PARSONS ET AL.,
Def endant s,
HUVAL | NSURANCE CO.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
(94- CV- 1595)

August 25, 1997
Bef ore W ENER, BARKSDALE, and EMLIO M GARZA, C rcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

Felix Oiakhi, federal inmate #51338-079, challenges the
summary judgnent awar ded t he defendants. He contends that genuine
i ssues of material fact exist as to the followng: (1) the quality

of the information in the affidavit supporting the warrant seizing

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



the $3,104; (2) the adequacy of the forfeiture notice given by the
DEA; (3) the apparent discrepancy between the tine of issuance of
the noney order and the issuance of the seizure warrant; (4) his
demand of the return of his deposit fromHuval prior to the DEA' s
notice to Huval of the inpending forfeiture of that noney; and (5)
Huval’s failure to notify Oriakhi of the inpending 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 nmagistrate judge's reports, see Oiakhi v.
Par sons, No. 94-1595 (WD. La. Sept. 17, 1996 & Sept. 27, 1995), we
conclude that the defendants were entitled to summary judgnent.
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