IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 97-30774
Summary Cal endar

BARBARA G HOWARD,
I ndi vidual ly and as Natural Tutrix of
Jonat han Goi ns and Stuart Goins,
and
CHARLI E HOMARD,
Pl aintiffs-Appellants,
VERSUS
WAL- MART STORES | NCORPORATED,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
(95- CV- 1538)

May 29, 1998
Before JONES, SM TH, and STEWART, Crcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM *

This is a slip-and-fall diversity case in which the jury
awar ded $10, 000 i n conpensat ory danages and $2, 000 i n past nedi cal

expenses. The district court denied plaintiff's notion for

* Pursuant to 5w Gr R 47.5, the court has determined that this opinion
should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5mGr R 47.5.4.



j udgnent notw thstanding the verdict (nore properly denom nated a
nmotion for judgnent as a matter of | aw) and entered judgnent on the
verdi ct.

I n a succi nct but conprehensive witten ruling entered June 7,
1997, the district court explained the reasons for its decision.
W find those reasons persuasive and affirm on that basis. e
agree with the district court that plaintiff is barred because of
her failure to nove for judgnent as a matter of | aw before the case
went to the jury. Even if we were to consider the notion now,
however, we also agree with the district court that, under the
evi dence presented, there is no reason to disturb the verdict.

AFF| RMED.



