IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 00-21070
Summary Cal endar

GLENN L. ARI EL,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
HUNG T. DAG M KE Kl RKWOOD,
JOSEPH C. RCELL; V. FURVAN
DR, JOHNSQN, JACKI E LAPPI N
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H-97-CV-4248
~ Cctober 29, 2001
Before JONES, SMTH, and EMLIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Aenn L. Ariel, Texas prisoner # 682838, appeals fromthe
district court’s dismssal of his 42 U S. C 8§ 1983 conplaint for
failure to state aclaim Ariel’s tinely filed notice of appeal
vests this court with jurisdiction to review the district court’s
di smissal of his conplaint. 28 U S.C § 1291.

Ariel’s claimthat the screening proceedings of 28 U S. C

88 1915, 1915A are unconstitutional is without nerit. See, e.q.,
Martin v. Scott, 156 F.3d 578, 580 n.2 (5th Cir. 1988).

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



No. 00-21070
-2

Notw t hstanding Ariel’s argunent to the contrary, these screening
procedures allow the district court to forego service on all or
sone of the defendants pending its review of the entire
conplaint. See 28 U S.C. 88 1915(e)(2), 1915A(a). W have
reviewed the record, including Ariel’s medical records, and hold
that the district court did not err in dismssing Ariel’s

deli berate indifference clains against Dr. Hung Dao and Dr. M ke

Kirkwood. See Stewart v. Murphy, 174 F.3d 530, 534 (5th Cr.

1999); Banuelos v. MFarland, 41 F.3d 232, 234-35 (5th G

1995). Accordingly, the judgnent of the district court is
AFFI RVED.



