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

No. 01-60793

LI NDA NI CHCOLS; TANYATANMEI KA JACKSON;
BENNI E SM TH, VI CKI MCNEI L,

Plaintiffs - Appell ees,
vVer sus
CITY OF CANTON, M SSI SSI PPI; ET AL.,
Def endant s,
CI TY OF CANTON, M SSI SSI PPI

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 3: 00- CV-110-LN

March 18, 2003
Bef ore REAVLEY, JOLLY, and JONES, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
After consideration of the briefs, the oral argunents, and
the record in this case and, in particular, after having revi ewed

National Railroad Passenger Corp. v. Mrgan, 536 U S. 101 (2002),

we are convinced that the plaintiffs’ clains were not timnme-barred

and that the jury’'s finding of liability in this case should not

"Pursuant to 5th Cr. R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5th Gr. R 47.5.4.



be disturbed. W agree with the appellants that in sone

i nstances the district court allowed unfairly prejudicial

evi dence against the city into the record. W have thoroughly
consi dered these evidentiary errors and have concl uded that they
were harmess in the |ight of the overwhel m ng rel evant evi dence
t hat supports the verdict. Finally, given the egregious nature
of the conduct of Canton Police Chief MIton Luckett and the
severe and pervasive hostile work environnent that his actions
created, we are slightly surprised that the anmount of the damage
awards was no greater — the surprisingly |ow anobunt perhaps
attributable to the skill of the city's attorneys. Nevertheless,
based on our sonewhat-varyi ng precedents uphol di ng damage awar ds,
we cannot say that the jury’'s award of danmages was unreasonabl e.
Consequently, the jury verdict and the judgnent of the district
court are, in all respects,

AFFI RVED.



