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

No. 95-60191
Conf er ence Cal endar

ROGER L. MAYBERRY,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

CHARLI E WATKI NS, Chi ef of Police;
UNDERVRI TERS,

Def endant s,
and
BILLY TURNER, Police O ficer,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 1:93-CV-26-S-D
Decenber 19, 1995

Before DAVIS, STEWART, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Roger Mayberry appeals the jury's verdict in favor of the
defendant in his excessive-force civil rights suit.

Because Mayberry failed to nove for a judgnent as a matter

of law at the conclusion of the trial, appellate inquiry is

Local Rule 47.5.1 provides: "The publication of
opinions that nerely decide particular cases on the basis of
wel | -settled principles of | aw i nposes needl ess expense on the
public and burdens on the legal profession.” Pursuant to that
Rul e, the court has determ ned that this opinion should not be
publ i shed.
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limted to whether there was any evidence to support the jury's
verdi ct or whether the verdict anbunted to a mani fest m scarri age

of justice. Coughlin v. Capitol Cenent Co., 571 F.2d 290, 297

(5th Gr. 1978). W find that the record contains sufficient
evi dence to support the jury's verdict and that the verdict does
not anount to a m scarriage of justice.

Mayberry al so chal | enges defense counsel's opening and
cl osi ng remarks; however, because Mayberry has not identified any
remar ks by counsel which were inproper, this argunent is w thout

merit. The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RVED.



