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

No. 94-20591

Summary Cal endar

OTl S RUDD,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

VI NCENT S. MJUSGROVE AND JOHN A. ATCHLEY,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CA- H 92-2831)

(June 6, 1995)
Bef ore GARWOOD, HI G3 NBOTHAM and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Robi nson's testinony was consistent with Rudd's having
provoked the use of force. Barrera' s testinony and the videotape
of Rudd's injuries contradicted Rudd's account of his injuries.
Musgrove and Postin's testinony explained why an inmate's

provocati on mght not result in disciplinary proceedi ngs. Because

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar cases on
the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.



the district court's findings of fact were not clearly erroneous,

we AFFI RM



