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ANDRES MONTOYA REYNA, SR.; ELI DA REYNA,
ANDRES MARES REYNA, JR.; REBECCA REYNA,

Pl ai ntiffs-Appellants,
ver sus
JOHN ASHCROFT, ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE UNI TED STATES;
RI CARD A. MEDEMA, Senior Attorney for the Drug Enforcenent
Adm nistration Ofice of Donestic Operations Asset Forfeiture
Sections; MA MOORE, DEA Agent; COLIN J. SULLIVAN, Oficer-
Det ecti ve,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:01-Cv-841-A

Bef ore DAVI S, BARKSDALE, and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Andres Montoya Reyna, Sr., and Elida Reyna nove this court
for appoi ntnent of counsel. The notion is DENIED. M. and Ms.
Reyna have appealed the district court’s entry of a partial final
judgnent dismssing civil rights clains filed by their son,

Andres Mares Reyna, Jr., as barred by Heck v. Hunphrey? and

Pursuant to 5THGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.

2 512 U.S. 477 (1994).
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dismssing the clains of all plaintiffs to the extent that they
are based on allegedly invalid warrants authori zi ng searches of
two residences occupied by the Reynas and their son.

Andres Montoya Reyna, Sr., and Elida Reyna | ack standing to
appeal the dismssal of their adult son's clains. M. and Ms.
Reyna’s briefing of their challenge to the validity of the
warrants is inadequate as it is not supported by citation to the

record. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 225 (5th Cr. 1993).

Nevert hel ess, we have reviewed the warrants and find that the
appel lants’ challenge to their validity is baseless. United

States v. Cherna, 184 F.3d 403, 411-12 (5th Cr. 1999).

Thi s appeal |acks arguable nerit. Consequently, it is

DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20

(5th Gr. 1983); 5THQR R 42.2. The appellants are WARNED t hat
the filing of future frivolous appeals will result in sanctions.
APPEAL DI SM SSED; MOTI ON FOR COUNSEL DENI ED; SANCTI ON

WARNI NG | SSUED



