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PER CURI AM

On appeal, Keith E. Brown, a Mssouri inmate, chall enges the anmended
judgrment awarding noninal danmages following a zero-damage jury award
agai nst two of the defendants in Brown's 42 U S. C.



§ 1983 excessive force action. Brown al so contends the district court
i mproperly denied Brown's notion for new trial on the issue of dammges.
Because this appeal involves the straightforward application of settled
principles of law, an extended discussion is not warranted. W are unable
to review the nomi nal damage award because Brown failed to provide a
conpl ete transcript on appeal. Brattrud v. Town of Exline, 628 F.2d 1098,
1099 (8th Gr. 1980) (per curiamj. Contrary to Brown's view, a finding of
Ei ghth Anendnent liability does not require an award of actual or punitive
damages. See Snmith v. Wade, 461 U. S. 30, 52 (1983); Cunmings v. Ml one,
995 F.2d 817, 822-23 (8th Cr. 1993). Al so, the district court's
subm ssion of a defective noninal danmage instruction (stating the jury

"may" rather than "nust" award nomi nal danmges) does not constitute plain
error. See Warren v. Fanning, 950 F.2d 1370, 1374 (8th Cr. 1991), cert.
denied, 506 U. S. 836 (1992). Finally, the district court did not comnt
error in requiring Brown to pay costs under Rule 68 of the Federal Rules
of Cvil Procedure. See OBrienv. Cty of Geers Ferry, 873 F.2d 1115

1120 (8th Gr. 1989). W thus affirmthe district court. See 8th Cr. R
47B.
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