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

No. 97-30032
Summary Cal endar

BRI AN K. CH SHOLM
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
C. COLL, Badge # 375,
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{e; ﬁsﬂrict Court

for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 96-CV-976

August 19, 1997
Before JONES, SM TH, and STEWART, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Brian K Chisholm Louisiana prisoner # 323477, argues that
the district court erred in dismssing his 42 U S.C § 1983
excessi ve-force cl ai magai nst the defendant Deputy Coll.
Chi shol m contends that he established that he was injured by the
defendant’s use of excessive force.

Chisholmdid not file specific objections to the factual

findings and | egal conclusions of the nmagistrate judge.

Therefore, the dismssal of his suit nmust be reviewed for plain

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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error only. See Douglass v. United Services Auto. Ass’'n, 79 F.3d

1415, 1428-29 (5th Gr. 1996) (en banc).

Chi shol m has not denonstrated that the district court
plainly erred in rejecting the verity of Chisholns testinony and
in determning that Deputy Coll used a reasonabl e degree of force
to control a discipline problemcreated by Chisholm Nor has
Chi shol m denonstrated that the district court plainly erred in
determ ning that Chisholmdid not suffer a serious injury as a
result of the incident. The district court’s factual findings
support its legal conclusion that Deputy Coll did not enploy
excessive force in violation of Chisholms constitutional rights.

See Rankin v. Klevenhagen, 5 F.3d 103, 106 (5th Gr. 1993).

Nor has Chi shol m shown that the district court plainly erred
inits determnation that the use of offensive | anguage by the
deputy was not sufficient to give rise to a constitutional
violation. Mere allegations of verbal abuse and threats by

prison officials do not state a clai munder § 1983. See Bender

v. Brumey, 1 F.3d 271, 274 n.4 (5th Gr. 1993). Chishol m has
not denonstrated that the district court conmtted error, plain
or ot herw se.

AFFI RVED.



