IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 96-40227
Summary Cal endar

M CHAEL ARTHUR MAGOOQN,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS
WAYNE SCOTT,
Director, Texas Departnent of Crimnal Justice,

Institutional D vision, et al.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(6: 95- CV- 240)

June 21, 1996

Before SM TH, BENAVI DES, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges.



PER CURI AM *

M chael Magoon appeals the dismssal of his suit under
28 U.S.C. § 1915(d). WMagoon contends that nedi cal personnel should
have perforned an x-ray on his back and shoul d have concl uded t hat
his prior back injuries precluded hi mfromworking. H's conplaints
are, at best, either allegations of negligent treatnent or disputes
regarding the type of treatnent he received and, thus, do not
evi dence constitutionally inadequate treatnent. See Johnson v.
Treen, 759 F.2d 1236, 1238 (5th Cr. 1985).

Magoon avers that he has been denied access to the court.
Al t hough t he magi strate judge shoul d have addressed Magoon’ s court -
access claim Mgoon has not identified any reversible error. See
Wal ker v. Navarro County Jail, 4 F.3d 410, 413 (5th Gr. 1993).

Accordi ngly, the judgnent is AFFI RVED

Pursuant to 5m Gr R 47.5, the court has determ ned that this opinion
should not be published except under the limted circunstances set forth
in 5t Gr R 47.5. 4.



