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Sherman D. WIlson, a fornmer Texas prisoner, appeals the
district court’s order granting the defendant Oficer Adrian
Taylor’s notion for summary judgnent, based on the qualified-
immunity doctrine, inthis 42 U S.C. 8 1983 civil rights action.

In his pro se conplaint, WIlson alleged that on Novenber 9,

"Pursuant to 5THCQR R 47.5 the Court has determ ned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunmstances set forth in 5THAQR R 47.5. 4.



2002, O ficer Taylor, who apparently is nore than seven feet tal
and weighs nore than 300 pounds, violated his Ei ghth Amrendnent
rights by “body slamm ng” himto a concrete floor and punching him
in the face. This use of force followed a di spute between WI son
and Tayl or concerning an overflowing toilet in WIlson’s cell bl ock.
The parties di sputed whether Wl son threatened Taylor prior to the
use of force, or whether Taylor had threatened WI son.

The district court did not err in granting sunmary judgnent to
def endant Taylor on this claimon the basis of qualified i munity
because Wlson failed to submt sunmmary judgnent evidence show ng
that he had suffered a nore than de mninus physical injury as a
result of the Novenber 9, 2002 incident (or that Taylor’s
enpl oynent of force was such as to be “repugnant to the conscience
of mankind”). See Gonez v. Chandler, 163 F.3d 921, 924 (5th Cr
1999); Siglar v. Hghtower, 112 F.3d 191, 193 (5th Cr. 1997).
Therefore, the summary judgnent evidence before the district court
does not suffice to establish the violation of a constitutiona
right and Taylor is entitled to qualified immunity. Price v.
Roar k, 256 F.3d 364, 369 (5th Gr. 2001).

The judgnent of the district court is

AFFI RVED.



