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PER CURI AM *

Paige L. Benner, Texas prisoner # 0220654, appeals the
district court’s dismssal of his 42 US C. § 1983 conplaint
pursuant to 28 U S.C. 8§ 1915(e)(2). He asserted in the district
court that despite being nedically ordered to follow a sodiumfree

diet, he was served itens containing sodium The district court

"Pursuant to 5THCQR R 47.5 the Court has determned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunmstances set forth in 5THAQR R 47.5. 4.

Charles R. Fulbruge llI



construed this claim as a challenge to Benner’s conditions of
confinenent; however, if the allegations are liberally construed,
they conclusorily assert deliberate indifference to his serious
medi cal needs.

Nevert hel ess, Benner’s factual all egations do not refl ect that
t he def endants showed such deliberate indifference. See Farnmer v.
Brennan, 511 U. S. 825, 842, 847 (1994)); Bickford v. Int’| Speedway
Corp., 654 F.2d 1028, 1031 (5th Gr. 1981). As the district court
correctly observed, the week’s nenu |ist attached by Benner to the
conplaint, with salt itens circled by Benner, refl ect several other
items at each neal not circled nor otherwise alleged to contain
salt (nor self-evidently containing it). The judgnent of the
district court is thus

AFFI RVED.



