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

No. 94-30018
Conf er ence Cal endar

VELDON MOORE

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
CHARLES C. FOTl, JR, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
USDC No. CA-92-3403-L-4-1
 (July 21, 1994)

Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, and JOLLY and DAVIS, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Wl don Moore filed a civil rights conplaint pursuant to 42
US C 8§ 1983 against Crimnal Sheriff Charles C. Foti, Jr.,
Corpsman D. Paul ey, and Nurse Sherwood al |l eging that he was
subjected to deliberate indifference to his serious nedical
needs. In order to prevail, More nmust have shown that the
prison officials engaged in wanton acts or om ssions sufficiently

harnful to evidence deliberate indifference to his serious

medi cal needs. Wlson v. Seiter, 501 U S. 294, 296-305, 111

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that this opinion should not be published.
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S.C. 2321, 115 L.Ed.2d 271 (1991); Estelle v. Ganble, 429 U. S

97, 104, 97 S.Ct. 285, 50 L.Ed.2d 251 (1976). Acts of
negl i gence, neglect, or nedical mal practice are not sufficient.

Fiel der v. Bosshard, 590 F.2d 105, 107 (5th G r. 1979); see

Ganble, 429 U S. at 105-06.

The undi sputed record shows nothing to denonstrate a wanton
infliction of pain. Moore infornmed prison officials that he had
a liver infection and was sent within two days to be exam ned by
Dr. Goss. Dr. Goss ordered blood tests to be taken, but this
test was not done immedi ately because it was a Friday and the
bl ood sanple was to be taken the foll owi ng Monday. Although the
sanpl e was not taken the foll owm ng Monday, Moore does not allege
that any prison personnel deliberately delayed the tests in order
to cause himto suffer. Moore does allege that he experienced
pain as a result of his nedical condition, but this is not the
sane as an allegation that prison officials knowingly ignored his

condition. See Farner v. Brennan, us _ , 114 s.Ct. 1970,

1994 WL 237595 at 12 (June 6, 1994). Moore's conplaint anounts
to no nore than one of negligence, neglect, or nedical

mal practice. Therefore, the district court was correct in

di sm ssing More's conplaint for deliberate indifference to his
serious nedi cal needs.

AFFI RVED.



