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Anthony Swift, M ssissippi prisoner # 75278, appeals the
j udgnent for the defendants foll owi ng an evidentiary hearing on his
42 U.S.C. § 1983 conplaint challenging the conditions of his
confinenent at the Clay County jail. Swft alleges in his [awsuit
that his Eighth Anmendnent rights were violated because he was

housed in a screening cell for tw weeks w thout bedding or a

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determnm ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



pillow while jail officials investigated alleged m sconduct by
Swft. He clains that the denial of bedding material anpbunted to
a deni al of basic human needs, and he clains to have suffered back
and hip injuries as a result. The district court rejected his
argunents.

We find no error in the district court’s concl usion. The
record supports the district court’s determnation that the
deprivation was not sufficiently serious and the Cay County
jailers were not sufficiently culpable to violate the Eighth
Anendnent.! Swi ft was housed in the screening cell only as | ong as
necessary to investigate the allegations nade against himand to
secure the availability of alternative housing. The evidence al so
indicates that his back injury did not manifest itself for many
mont hs after his confinenment in the screening cell.

AFFI RVED.

1See Pal ner v. Johnson, 193 F.3d 346, 352 (5th GCr. 1999).
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