UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Fifth Crcuit

No. 97-60661
Summary Cal endar

JUDY L. HARLOW
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

VERSUS

WAL- MART STORES, INC., ET AL.,
Def endant s,
WAL- MART STORES, | NC.,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of M ssissippi

(1: 96- CV- 218- SA)

April 8, 1998
Bef ore DUHE, DeMOSS, and DENNIS, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM ~

On June 27, 1996, Judy L. Harlow and John D. Harlow
(hereinafter "Harlow') instituted the present suit by filing a
conplaint in the Grcuit Court of I|tawanba County, M ssissippi,
against Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. (hereinafter "Wal-Mart") alleging

"Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



that "on or about July 1, 1993" Judy Harl ow sustained an injury
while on the prem ses of a Wal-Mart Store in Fulton, M ssissippi,
when a | arge box of nerchandise fell off a pallet and struck her in
the back and | eg. At the tinme of that injury, Judy Harlow was
enpl oyed by Bassett Furniture Conpany, running a zi pper nmachi ne and
show ng cushions. Follow ng her injury, Judy Harlow attenpted to
return to work at Bassett Furniture, but she was unable to do her
former job of running the zi pper machi ne w t hout excruci ati ng pai n.
VWl - Mart renoved the case fromthe state court in Mssissippi to
the United States District Court for the Northern District of
M ssissippi and filed its answer. The parties consented to trial
before a United States Magi strate Judge. |In August 1997, WAl - Mart
moved in limne to exclude evidence of a determnation by an
adm nistrative | awjudge of the Social Security Adm nistration that
Judy Harl ow was di sabl ed as set forth in a decision fromthe Soci al
Security Adm nistration awardi ng her disability benefits which had
been handed down prior tothis lawsuit. The district court granted
the notion in |imne and made specific findings on the record that
the basis for the ruling was Rule 403 of the Federal Rules of
Evi dence. After trial before ajury, judgnent was entered in favor
of Judy Harlow in the anount of $30, 000. Harlow then filed a
motion for newtrial alleging as error the trial court’s exclusion
of the Social Security decision; and the trial court denied the
motion for newtrial. Harlow appeals to this Court the anmount of
damages awarded in her jury trial "solely on the ground that the

| ower court erred in excluding the Social Security decision."



We have carefully reviewed the briefs, the record excerpts and
the reply brief. W accord the trial judge broad discretion in
ruling on questions relating to the adm ssibility of evidence and
we find nothing in this record to support a conclusion that the
trial judge abused his discretion in denying adm ssibility of the
Social Security determ nation under Rule 403. Accordi ngly, the
Fi nal Judgnment entered in this case on August 19, 1997, is

AFFI RVED.



