UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 97-50035
Summary Cal endar

| SI DRO MARTI NEZ RAM REZ,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

VERSUS

FRANK TURRI GLI O, Corporal; R SAENZ,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
For the Western District of Texas

( SA-96- CVv-107)
February 23, 1998

Bef ore W SDOM DUHE, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

|sidro Martinez Ramrez, a Texas state prisoner, filed suit
under 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 against two detention officers whom he
all eges subjected him to excessive force in violation of his

constitutional rights. The jury concluded that the defendants had

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



not used excessive force, and that Ramirez's suit was frivol ous.?
On appeal, Ramrez raises the foll ow ng assignnents of error:

(1) the magi strate judge adm tted prejudicial evidence, (2) defense
counsel engaged in i nproper cross-examnation, and (3) the verdict
resulted from defense counsel’s inproper closing argunent.

We have considered these points carefully. W find that the
district court did not commt error, plain or otherw se.
Furthernore, Ramrez has failed to nake the requisite show ng that
his substantial rights were affected.?

AFFI RVED.

2 The jury answered in the affirmative to a special
interrogatory that asked: “Do you find that all of the plaintiff’s
clains in this case are frivol ous, unreasonable, or groundl ess, or
that the plaintiff continued to litigate after they clearly becane
so?”

*FDICv. Mjalis, 15 F. 3d 1314, 1318-19 (5th Cr. 1994).
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