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PER CURIAM:*

Isidro Martinez Ramirez, a Texas state prisoner, filed suit

under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 against two detention officers whom he

alleges subjected him to excessive force in violation of his

constitutional rights.  The jury concluded that the defendants had



2 The jury answered in the affirmative to a special
interrogatory that asked: “Do you find that all of the plaintiff’s
claims in this case are frivolous, unreasonable, or groundless, or
that the plaintiff continued to litigate after they clearly became
so?”

3 FDIC v. Mijalis, 15 F.3d 1314, 1318-19 (5th Cir. 1994).
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not used excessive force, and that Ramirez’s suit was frivolous.2

On appeal, Ramirez raises the following assignments of error:

(1) the magistrate judge admitted prejudicial evidence, (2) defense

counsel engaged in improper cross-examination, and (3) the verdict

resulted from defense counsel’s improper closing argument.  

We have considered these points carefully.  We find that the

district court did not commit error, plain or otherwise.

Furthermore, Ramirez has failed to make the requisite showing that

his substantial rights were affected.3   

AFFIRMED.  


