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

No. 97-60723
Conf er ence Cal endar

DOUGLAS TAYLOR,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

THE POLI CE DEPARTMENT OF THE CI TY
OF MERI DI AN, M SSI SSI PPI, ET AL.,

Def endant s,
Rl CKY ROBERTS, K-9 O ficer;
BETTY EVANS; M J. HOADLEY;
RI CKY NI CHOLSCN,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 4:97-CV-12-LN

April 15, 1999
Before JONES, SM TH, and DUHE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Dougl as Tayl or appeals the denial of a conplaint filed
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983. Taylor alleged that police
officers enployed by the Cty of Meridian, M ssissippi, used
excessive force when arresting him that serious injuries

resulted requiring i medi ate nedical attention, but that 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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detaining officials displayed deliberate indifference to his
serious nedical needs.

On appeal Taylor argues that the district court erred when
it determned that Taylor did not sustain a serious injury. He
al so argues that the court erred when it determ ned that the
defendants did not treat Taylor with deliberate indifference.
Essentially Taylor is challenging the district court’s wei ghing
of evidence and its factual findings.

Taylor fails to identify any factual findings that are
clearly erroneous. See Fed. R Cv. P. 52(a); Anderson v. City
of Bessener City, 470 U S. 564, 573-74 (1985)(explaining that if
the factfinder’s account of the evidence is plausible, an
appel l ate court nmay not reverse it); Dardar v. La Fourche Realty
Co., Inc., 985 F.2d 824, 827 (5th Cr. 1993)(holding that an
appel late court is no position to weigh conflicting evidence).
Consequently, the district court’s denial of Taylor’s conpl aint
i s AFFI RMVED.

AFFI RVED.



