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This appeal arises out of a jury award for general and
speci al damages resulting from a car accident in April 2001.
Appel I ant Fabi an Shawl argues that the jury erred by awardi ng only
$12,000 i n general damages for pain and suffering. Shawl made the
sane argunent before the district court in a Rule 59 notion argui ng

for an increase in the general damages awarded by the jury. On

"Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except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 CR R 47.5. 4.



April 7, 2003, the district court issued a witten order denying
Shawl 's notion for additur. W reviewa district court’s award of

damages for clear error. See N chols v. Petroleum Helicopters,

Inc., 17 F. 3d 119, 121 (5th Gr. 1994) (“[Mere disagreenent with
the district court's analysis of the record is insufficient

we Wi Il not reverse a finding although there is evidence to support
it, unless the reviewing court on the entire evidence is left with
the definite and firm conviction that a mstake has been
commtted.") (internal citations and quotation marks omtted).
After closely reviewing the record below, we find no clear error
and agree with the district court’s well-reasoned resol ution of
this matter.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED.



