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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. 03-CV-2737-S

Bef ore JONES, BARKSDALE, and PRADO Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Chuck Louis Jarrell, Louisiana prisoner no. 122727,
appeal s the summary judgnent dism ssing his clains brought under
42 U.S. C. 8§ 1983. Jarrell sought nonetary damages based on al | ega-
tions that, while a pretrial detainee, he urinated on hinself in
court because no defendant would escort himto a restroom

“Summary judgnent is reviewed de novo, under the sane
standards the district court applies to determ ne whet her summary

judgnent is appropriate.” Anburgey v. Corhart Refractories Corp.

Pursuant to 5TH GR R 47.5, the court has determined that this
opi ni on should not be published and is not precedent except under the linmted
circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5.4.



936 F.2d 805, 809 (5th Cir. 1991); Fep. R QGv. P. 56(c)). The
magi strate judge, trying the case by consent, correctly determ ned
that Jarrell failed to present sunmary judgnent evidence to show
either “deliberate indifference” on the part of any defendant or

that he suffered any physical injury that was not de mnims. See

Farner v. Brennan, 511 U S. 825, 837 (1994); Hare v. Cty of
Corinth, 74 F.3d 633, 639 (5th Cr. 1996) (en banc) (pretrial
det ai nees, like convicted prisoners, must show deliberate

indifference); see also 42 U S.C. 8§ 1997e(e); Al exander v. Tippah

County, Mss., 351 F.3d 626, 628-29, 631 (5th Gr. 2003), cert.

denied, 124 S. . 2071 (2004). The judgnent is AFFI RVED.
Jarrell noves for appointnent of counsel. The notion is
DENI ED.

JUDGVENT AFFI RVED; MOTI ON DENI ED.



