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

No. 97-40880
Summary Cal endar

ROBERT CHARLES CEASER
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
CARL R CRIFFITH, JR, Sheriff;
UP HEMM NGMAI TE, O fi cer,
Jefferson County Sheriff’s Departnent;
UP HENDERSON, O fi cer,
Jefferson County Sheriff’s Departnent,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:94-CV-25

March 23, 1999
Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and JOLLY, and DUHE', Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Robert Charl es Ceaser appeals the partial dism ssal as
frivolous of his civil rights action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and
the district court’s denial of his notion for judgnent as a
matter of law. He asserts that the district court abused its

di scretion by dismssing Sheriff Giffith as a defendant in the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5THCGR R
47.5. 4.
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action and by dismssing all clains except for the use of
excessive force against Jefferson County Sheriff’s Departnent
O ficers Henmenway (sued as Oficer Hemm ngwaite) and Henderson.
He al so argues that the district court erred in denying judgnent
as a matter of law on a due process claimstemmng fromhis
transfer fromthe Jefferson County Detention Center to an ol der
correctional facility in Beaunont, Texas.

Ceaser has not shown that the district court abused its
discretion in dismssing Sheriff Giffith as a defendant, or in
dism ssing all causes of action except for excessive force

agai nst O ficers Hemmenway and Henderson. See Smith v.

Brenocettsy, 158 F.3d 908, 911-12 (5th G r. 1998); Mendoza v.
Lynaugh, 989 F.2d 191, 193 (5th G r. 1993); Jacquez v. Procunier,

801 F.2d 789, 793 (5th Cr. 1986). Likew se, he has not shown
that the district court erred in dismssing his notion for

judgnent as a matter of law. See Baltazor v. Holnes, 162 F. 3d

368, 373 (5th Gir. 1998).
AFFI RVED.



