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

No. 00-30154
Summary Cal endar

WLLI AM K. FARRI S

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
GUFFEY L. PATTI SON;, HAROLD DI LLARD; RANDY MJURPHY,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Loui siana
USDC No. 99- CV-462

~ Cctober 26, 2000
Before SM TH, BENAVI DES, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

WIlliamK. Farris, Louisiana prisoner # 234096, appeals the
district court’s sunmary judgnent in favor of Quffey L. Pattison,
Harold Dillard, and Randy Murphy, denying his 42 U S. C. § 1983
civil rights action. He argues that the defendants denied him
adequate nedical care for an injury to his armsuffered while he
was incarcerated at the Sabi ne Parish Detention Center. Because
Farris has not shown that Sheriff Pattison or Warden Dillard had

any personal involvenent in the alleged denial of adequate

medi cal care, he has not shown that the district court erred in

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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- 30154
-2

denying Farris’ claimagainst them See Alton v. Texas A& M

Uni versity, 168 F.3d 196, 200 (5th G r. 1998). The conpetent
summary judgnent evidence indicates that Farris received
extensive nedical care for the injury to his arm The evidence
does not indicate that the defendants acted with deliberate

indifference to Farris’ serious nedical needs. See Farner V.

Brennan, 511 U. S. 825, 847 (1994); Reeves v. Collins, 27 F.3d

174, 176-77 (5th G r. 1994). Unsuccessful nedical treatnent,
acts of negligence, or nedical malpractice are insufficient to
give rise to a 8 1983 action; disagreenent with nmedical treatnent

is not actionabl e under 8 1983. See Varnado v. Lynaugh, 920 F.2d

320, 321 (5th Gr. 1991). Because Farris has not shown that this
case presents exceptional circunstances which warrant appoi nt nent
of counsel, his notion for appointnent of counsel is DEN ED

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON FOR APPO NTMENT OF COUNSEL DEN ED.



