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

No. 92-2768

CHARLES RAY JACKSON,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
JOHNNY J. KLEVENHAGEN, ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for
the Southern District of Texas
(CA- H 91- 3349)

(March 28, 1994)
Bef ore REAVLEY, GARWOOD and H G3 NBOTHAM Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Charl es Ray Jackson appeals froma Rule 12(b)(6) dism ssal
of his constitutional claimthat the Harris County Jail officials
were deliberately indifferent to his serious nedical needs.

By considering all of Jackson's allegations in his pro se
pl eadi ng and his responses to the defendants' notions to dism ss,
we concl ude that dism ssal was not warranted. Beginning on March

26 through May of 1991 he all eges repeated conplaints of swelling

“Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
t hat have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.



and severe pain in his testicles. Except for one diagnosis of
bl ood infection by Dr. Hendel, for which the doctor's prescribed
medi cine arrived days after it was needed, all of Jackson's
| aments and requests were ignored. He alleged that the
defendants in control of the jail callously disregarded nedical
needs and knew nedi cal treatnent was bei ng deni ed.

We affirmthe judgnent dism ssing the claimagainst Dr.
Hendel, who was all eged to have been no nore than negligent.
O herwi se, the judgnent is reversed.

AFFIRMED in part, REVERSED in part. Cause REMANDED.



