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

No. 02-20136
Conf er ence Cal endar

MARK EDWARD HENRY,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus

GARY JOHNSON, Director, TDCJ; RICHARD C. THALER
TI MOTHY SI MMONS; WAYNE R SCOITT,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H 99-CV-3816

Before JOLLY, JONES, and WENER, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Mar k Edward Henry, Texas prisoner # 599904, appeals the
district court’s order granting sunmary judgnent in favor of the
defendants in his civil rights conplaint pursuant to 42 U S. C
8§ 1983. W review the grant of summary judgnment de novo under
the sanme standards applied in the district court. Anburgey

V. Corhart Refractories Corp., 936 F.2d 805, 809 (5th GCr. 1991).

Summary judgnent is proper when, view ng the evidence in the

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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Iight nost favorable to the nonnovant, there i s no genui ne

issue as to any material fact and . . . the noving party is

entitled to judgnent as a matter of |aw Id. (quoting
FED. R CQv. P. 56(c)).

The undi sput ed evi dence shows that prison officials placed
Henry in saf ekeeping custodial status in response to the known
threat to his safety. Henry has failed to show a genui ne issue

for trial that the prison staff was deliberately indifferent to

his safety. See Farner v. Brennan, 511 U S. 825, 847 (1994);

Neal s v. Norwood, 59 F.3d 530, 533 (5th Gr. 1995). The district

court did not err in granting summary judgnent in favor of the
def endant s.

AFFI RVED.



