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

No. 93-1662

FLOYD D. ARRI NGTON
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
Cr oss- Appel | ee,

ver sus
COUNTY OF DALLAS, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees,
Cr oss- Appel | ant s.
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TI MOTHY HAMMOND
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
Cr oss- Appel | ee,

ver sus
COUNTY OF DALLAS, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees,
Cr oss- Appel | ant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
(3:89-CV-2888-R c.w 2889-R)

(June 9, 1995)

Before H GE NBOTHAM and PARKER, Circuit Judges, and BROM,
District Judge.

"District Judge of the Eastern District of Texas, sitting by
desi gnation



PER CURI AM **

Wth the benefit of oral argunment, we are persuaded that the
district court did not err inits judgnent. The central issues in
this case have been tried to a jury, and defendants have prevail ed.

There is no nerit to plaintiffs' effort to maintain their other

cl ai ns.
AFFI RVED.
““Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that

have no precedential value and nerely decide particular 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.



