Filed: October 3, 2002

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 02-6182
( CA- 99- 431-7)

Jeronme d ark,

Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

John D. Cakes, etc., et al.,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

ORDER

The court anmends its opinion filed Septenber 23, 2002, as
fol | ows:

On page 2, section 1 -- counsel for appellees is corrected to
read “WIlliamM chael Hackworth, City Attorney, WIlliamX. Parsons,
Assistant City Attorney, Elizabeth Kay Dillon, CITY ATTORNEY S
OFFI CE, Roanoke, Virginia, for Appellees.”

On page 3, footnote * -- the references to “Oakes” are
corrected to read “Clark.”

For the Court - By Direction

/s/ Patricia S. Connor



derk



UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUI T

No. 02-6182

JEROVE CLARK,

Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
JOHN D. QAKES, Roanoke City Police Oficer;
JOHN DOE 1, Roanoke City Police Oficer; JOHN
DCE 2, Roanoke City Police Oficer; JOHN DCE
3, Roanoke City Police Oficer; JANE DCE 1,
Nur se, Roanoke City Jail,

Def endants - Appel | ees,

and

ROANCKE CI TY POLI CE DEPARTMENT,

Def endant .

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Wstern
District of Virginia, at Roanoke. Janes C. Turk, District Judge.
(CA-00-431-7)

Subm tted: August 27, 2002 Deci ded: Septenber 23, 2002

Bef ore WDENER, N EMEYER, and KING Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.



Jerome Cl ark, Appellant Pro Se. WIlIliam M chael Hackworth, Gty
Attorney, WIlliam X Parsons, Assistant City Attorney, Elizabeth
Kay Dillon, CTY ATTORNEY'S OFFICE, Roanoke, Virginia, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Jerone C ark appeals a jury verdict in his 42 U S.C.A 8§ 1983
(West Supp. 2002) action agai nst Roanoke City police officer John
D. OCakes and ot her unnaned police officers.” This court may reverse
a jury verdict only when there is a conplete absence of probative
facts to support the conclusions reached by the jury. Sherrill

Wiite Constr., Inc. v. S.C Nat'l Bank, 713 F.2d 1047, 1050 (4th

Cr. 1983). W find probative facts to support the conclusions
reached by the jury. Accordingly, we affirmthe jury' s verdict.
W deny Cark’s notion “to serve Oficers Oakes and Hurley wth
perjury charges” and his notion to authorize preparation of
transcri pt at governnment expense. W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED

*

On appeal, Cark does not contest the district court’s
di sm ssal of the other defendants fromthis action. Wth respect
to the unnaned officers, despite warning by the district court that
failure to anmend the conplaint with the identities of these
officers would result in dismssal against the unnanmed officers,
Clark failed to do so.



