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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Keith William DeBlasio appeals the district court's order granting
summary judgment in favor of the Defendants in his Bivens* action
alleging numerous civil rights violations. We have reviewed the
record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible error as
to the mgjority of DeBlasio's claims. We find, however, that the dis-
trict court failed to address DeBlasio's claim that Defendant Lynch
conducted a search of his car without his consent or any other valid
exception to the warrant requirement. Accordingly, we remand this
claim for afactual determination. We a so conclude that a genuine
issue of material fact exists asto DeBlasio's claim that his consent to
search his residence was the result of unlawful coercion on the parts
of Defendants Lowman and Mason. Accordingly, while we affirm the
remaining claims on the reasoning of the district court, see DeBlasio
v. Lowman, No. CA-96-2997-JFM (D. Md. Jan. 12, 1999), we remand
DeBlasio's claim regarding the search of his car, asto Defendant
Lynch, and vacate the district court's order regarding DeBlasio's con-
sent to search claim asit relates to Defendants Lowman and Mason,
and remand that claim to the district court for afactual determination.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court and
argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED IN PART, VACATED IN PART, AND REMANDED

*Bivensv. Six Unknown Named Agents of Fed. Bureau of Narcotics,
403 U.S. 388 (1971).
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