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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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PER CURIAM:

Johnnie Frazier appeals the district court’s judgment following a jury trial on his 42
U.S.C. § 1983 (2012) action. On appeal, Frazier requests the trial transcript, asserts that
the district court erred in allowing the introduction of prior bad acts evidence, and contends
that he was not permitted to decontaminate following the guards’ use of pepper spray on
him, a claim of excessive force.

An appellant proceeding on appeal in forma pauperis is entitled to transcripts at
government expense only in certain circumstances. 28 U.S.C. 8 753(f) (2012). Frazier’s
general allegations fail to demonstrate “a substantial question warranting the production of
a transcript at government expense.” Williams v. Ozmint, 716 F.3d 801, 811 (4th Cir.
2013). Moreover, we will not reweigh the evidence or second-guess the jury’s credibility
determinations, United States v. Kivanc, 714 F.3d 782, 795 (4th Cir. 2013), so we will not
disturb the jury’s verdict on the excessive force claim. Finally, as the events at issue
occurred in a prison during a tussle with guards, we discern no prejudice from the
admission of Frazier’s criminal or disciplinary record.

As no error appears on the record before us, we affirm the district court’s judgment.
We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before this court and argument would not aid in the decisional
process.

AFFIRMED



