UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
for the Fifth Crcuit

No. 94-20298
Summary Cal endar

EDWARD S. HODGES, 111,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS

FNU ONENS, Literature Instructor for Lee Coll ege,
JOHNETTE HODA N, Dean, and DAVID C. OWNENS

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
(CA- H 93-1088)

) (Novenber 17, 1994)
Bef ore DUHE, W ENER, and STEWART, Crcuit Judges.

PER CURI AM !
The district court dismssed Appellant's 8§ 1983 suit because,
anong ot her reasons, the force he all eged was used against himdid

not rise to constitutional dinensions under Hudson v. McMIIi an,

112 S, C. 995 (1992). Appel l ant presented no non-frivol ous
clains. He alleged no physical injury in either his original or

hi s anended conplaint. Muille v. Gty of Live Gak, 918 F. 2d 548,

554 (5th Gr. 1990). H s allegation of nental injury as a result

of verbal abuse is likewise insufficient to state a constitutional

! Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions that
have no precedential value and nerely decide particul ar 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.



claim Bender v. Brumley, 1 F.3d 271, 274 n.4 (5th GCr. 1993).

Qur review of the record convinces us that this was correct,
therefore we do not discuss the nunerous other issues Appellant
rai ses.

AFFI RVED. Mboti on DEN ED.



