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

No. 96-60051
Conf er ence Cal endar

JOE L. WARD,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

vVer sus
DAVI D ALLEN, Supervi sor,

Forrest County, M ssissippi,

in his official capacity, et al.

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissipp
USDC No. 2:94-CV-418-PS

 October 23, 1996
Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, and JOLLY and H GE NBOTHAM GCircuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Joe L. Ward has appealed the district court’s grant of
summary judgnent, dismssing his action alleging failure to
provi de hi m adequate nedi cal attention when he was confined in
the Forrest County Jail. As defendants, Ward naned the nenbers

of the county board of supervisors and the forner sheriff. These

def endant s- appel | ees may not be held |iable under 42 U S. C

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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8§ 1983 on a theory of respondeat superior; and there is no
evi dence that they knew of Ward’'s nedi cal needs or intended that

he be deni ed nedi cal attention. See Thonmpkins v. Belt, 828 F.2d

298, 303-05 (5th Gr. 1987). Ward does not now argue ot herw se.
See Al-Ra’id v. Ingle, 69 F.3d 28, 33 (5th Cr. 1995).

JUDGVENT AFFI RVED.



