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Brenda K. Beal appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment awarding

her damages on her claim under the Federal Tort Claims Act (“FTCA”). We have

jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291. We review for clear error the district
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court’s damages determination. Shaw v. United States, 741 F.2d 1202, 1205 (9th
Cir. 1984). We affirm.

The district court did not clearly err in its calculation of damages because its
award of $35,000 was not so disproportionate to the evidence as to shock the
conscience. See Yako v. United States, 891 F.2d 738, 745 (9th Cir. 1989) (looking
to relevant state’s case law in reviewing an award of damages); Johnson v.
Stanhiser, 72 Cal. App. 4th 357,361 (1999) (appellate court may interfere with
trier of fact’s damages determination “only where the sum awarded is so
disproportionate to the evidence as to suggest that the verdict was the result of
passion, prejudice, or corruption, or where the award is so out of proportion to the
evidence that it shocks the conscience”).

Beal’s remaining contentions are unpersuasive.

AFFIRMED.
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