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PER CURIAM.

Carolyn Joyce Windham appeals the district court's adverse grant of summary
judgment in her 42 U.S.C. § 1983 suit against the City of Lowell, Arkansas (City), and
former police officer William James Kruse. Windham was serioudy injured when a car
driven by Kruse struck the vehicle Windham was driving. At the time of the collision,
Kruse was attempting to join the high-speed pursuit of another vehicle. Windham
brought this action contending Kruse violated her substantive due process rights by
affirmatively placing her in a position of danger, and the City violated her rights by



failing sufficiently to train its police officers about high-speed pursuits. The district
court granted summary judgment to Kruse and the City, concluding Windham had
failed as a matter of law to show a substantive due process violation. Windham

appeals.

We review agrant of summary judgment de novo, and will affirm if the record,
viewed in the light most favorable to Windham, shows there is no genuine issue of
materid fact, and the City and Kruse are entitled to judgment as a matter of law. See
DeBord v. Board of Educ. of Ferguson-Horissant Sch. Dist., 126 F.3d 1102, 1104 (8th
Cir. 1997).

While other circuits have set forth various formulations of the minimum level of
culpability required to sustain aclaim under section 1983 for adenid of substantive due
process, we have declined to do so. See Gregory v. City of Rogers, 974 F.2d 1006,
1012 (8th Cir. 1992). We have held gross negligence does not implicate the due
process clause. See Myersv. Morris, 810 F.2d 1437, 1468 (8th Cir.), cert. denied, 484
U.S. 828 (1987). After careful review of the record and the parties briefs, and viewing
the evidence in the light most favorable to Windham, we believe Kruse's actions fail as
amatter of law to congtitute a denial of substantive due process. Cf. Roach of City of
Frederickstown, 882 F.2d 294, 297 (8th Cir. 1989). In the absence of an underlying
congtitutional violation by Kruse, the City cannot be liable for inadequate training. See
id. at 298.

Accordingly, we affirm.
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