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

No. 95-60666
Summary Cal endar

ALBERT EDMOND

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

Rl CHARD MARTI N; LI SA HERNDON;
EDGAR MORENG, AUSTI N COCLEY;
STANLEY MCLEOD

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 2:95-CV-47-PS

Cctober 2, 1996
Bef ore JONES, DeMOSS and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Al bert Ednond, #39692, appeals the magistrate judge’s
di sm ssal of his claimagainst Stanley MlLeod, Sheriff of G eene
County, M ssissippi, and the magi strate judge’'s verdict for the
remai ni ng defendants after a bench trial in this prisoner civil

rights action pursuant to 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 all eging an excessive

use of force. Ednond's allegation that Sheriff MlLeod failed to

Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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investigate the all eged use of force does not state a

constitutional claim Qiver v. Collins, 914 F. 2d 56, 57, 60

(5th Gr. 1990). The nmagistrate judge did not abuse his
discretion in refusing to allow Ednond to cross-exam ne Martin.

United States v. Tansley, 986 F.2d 880, 886 (5th Cr. 1993).

Ednond’ s clai mthat Superintendent Martin failed to investigate
and denied his grievance raises no constitutional issue.

Her nandez v. Estelle, 788 F.2d 1154, 1158 (5th G r. 1986).

Ednond has not denonstrated that the magi strate judge’'s finding
that O ficers Herndon, Mreno, and Cool ey did not use excessive

force was clearly erroneous. Odomyv. Frank, 3 F.3d 839, 843 (5th

Gir. 1993).

AFFI RVED.



