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

No. 00-40861
Summary Cal endar

AZI Z AHVAD KHAN
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

MOLLY BROWN, Lieutenant; JAMES BENTLY; CHARLES WATKI NS;
DANI EL DAVI S, Jailer; JCE EVANS, Sheriff, Nacogdoches County,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 9:97-CV-232

My 22, 2001
Before JOLLY, WENER, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Azi z Ahmad Khan, pro se Texas prisoner # 773359, appeals the
summary judgnent granted in favor of defendants Ml |y Brown,
Janes Bentl ey, Charles Watkins, and Nacogdoches County Jail.

Al t hough his conplaint al so naned Dani el Davis and Sheriff Joe

Evans, Khan did not brief his argunents against them on appeal;

those clains are, therefore, abandoned. See G nel v. Connick, 15

F.3d 1338, 1345 (5th Gr. 1994).

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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.
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Al of Khan’s clains involve episodic acts or om ssions.
Thus, whether he was a pretrial detainee or a convicted prisoner,
we anal yze his clainms under the rubric of “deliberate

indifference.” See Hare v. City of Corinth, 74 F.3d 633, 639,

647 (5th Cr. 1996) (en banc). Khan argues that Brown and
Bentley violated his rights by failing to nove himfromhis cel
with Danny Harris, who subsequently beat Khan severely during an
altercation. However, although Khan requested to be transferred,
his request did not indicate that Harris posed a threat of

physi cal harm Accordi ngly, Khan has not denonstrated any issue
of fact regarding subjective awareness on the part of Brown or

Bentl ey of a substantial risk of harm See Farner v. Brennan,

511 U. S. 825, 837 (1994) (defining “deliberate indifference”).

The sanme is true for Khan’s clains that Bentley failed to
provide himw th i medi ate nedical attention. Khan was bruised
and bl eeding, and Bentley provided himwith first aid care. Khan
was taken to a doctor and to the hospital the follow ng day. An
Xx-ray technician failed to detect that Khan had broken bones in
his face. There is no conpetent summary judgnent evi dence that
Bentl ey’ s conduct rose to the |evel of deliberate indifference.

Khan’ s cl ains agai nst Watkins also fail. Although the
evidence is conflicting as to whether Khan received prescribed
pain nmedication, there is no evidence that any failure was due to
the fault of Watkins.

As Khan has failed to denonstrate a constitutional claim
agai nst any of the individual jail officials, he cannot sustain a

cl ai m agai nst Nacogdoches County. Accordingly, we need not reach
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the i ssue whet her Khan asserted clainms against the county or only
the jail.
For the foregoing reasons, the judgnent dism ssing Khan's

clains i s AFFI RVED.



