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

No. 93-1666
Conf er ence Cal endar

ELI AS P. MALDONADO,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

vVer sus
D. L. KEESEE, ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 5:93-CV-178-C
(Decenber 15, 1993)
Bef ore GARWOOD, JOLLY, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Elias P. Mal donado filed this civil rights action under 42
U S. C 8§ 1983 against D.L. Keesee, Don Addi ngton, and the nedi cal
staff of Lubbock County Jail, alleging inadequate nedical
treatnment for his high blood pressure. The district court
di sm ssed the action as frivolous under 28 U S.C
§ 1915(d).
Mal donado' s al |l egati ons do not denonstrate deliberate

indifference to his serious nedi cal needs nor unreasonabl e

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that 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that this opinion should not be published.
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nmedi cal care.? Estelle v. Ganble, 429 U S. 97, 104-05, 97 S.C

285, 50 L.Ed.2d 251 (1976); Colle v. Brazos County, Texas, 981

F.2d 237, 244 (5th Gr. 1993). He alleges at nost a di sagreenent
with the nedical care he is receiving. He was not denied nedical
care. He admts that he was seen by a nurse, that he was taken
to the hospital and treated by a doctor there, that he is being
treated by a doctor at the jail, and that he is receiving

medi cation for his high blood pressure. His conplaint is based
on the fact that the doctor at the jail is not giving himthe
exact nedication prescribed by the doctor at the hospital. He
has not alleged a total deprivation of needed nedi cati on, which

would state a claimfor deliberate indifference. See WIllians V.

Treen, 671 F.2d 892, 900-01 (5th Gr. 1982), cert. denied, 459

U S 1126 (1983). The alleged delays in nedical care relating to
the bl ood pressure cuff and the 30 mnute wait to go to the

hospi tal are not unreasonabl e del ays which woul d anmount to a
constitutional violation. Ml donado's claimhas no basis in |aw
or in fact, and the district court did not abuse its discretion

in dismssing his action as frivolous. Denton v. Hernandez,

U. S. , 112 S.Ct. 1728, 1733-34, 118 L. Ed.2d 340 (1992).
Mal donado' s appeal is DI SM SSED AS FRI VOLOUS. See Fed. R
App. P. 42.2.

2 The record does not indicate whether Ml donado was a
convicted prisoner or a pretrial detainee, and so both standards
are being appli ed.



