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

No. 97-40623
Conf er ence Cal endar

STEPHEN EDWARD DUNN

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
A. LARSONS, Doctor, Gurney Unit;
D. FORTNER, PA, Gurney Unit;
CHARLES O REILLY, Warden, Gurney Unit;
B. CHANEY, Assistant Warden, Gurney Unit,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:96-CV-911

“June 16, 1998
Before DAVIS, PARKER, and DENNI'S, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

St ephen Edward Dunn, # 659973, appeals the district court’s
di sm ssal of his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action as frivol ous pursuant to
28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915. Dunn’s notion for appointnment of counsel is
DENIED. His notion to substitute his brief is GRANTED. Dunn

argues that Dr. Larson and M. Fortner were deliberately

indifferent to his serious nedical needs. The district court did

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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not abuse its discretion in dismssing Dunn’s claimof deliberate
indifference as frivolous. Dunn alleged no nore than a

di sagreenent with his nedical treatnent. Varnado v. Lynaugh, 920

F.2d 320, 321 (5th Gr. 1991); Siglar v. H ghtower, 112 F.3d 191

193 (5th Cr. 1997). W AFFIRMthe dism ssal of this claim
Dunn makes no argunent on appeal regarding his eyegl asses or
the dism ssal of Wardens O Reilly and Chaney, and these clains

are consi dered abandoned. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222,

225 (5th Gir. 1993).
AFFI RVED;, MOTI ON TO SUBSTI TUTE BRI EF GRANTED;, MOTI ON FOR
APPOI NTMENT OF COUNSEL DENI ED.



