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

No. 98-10345
Summary Cal endar

CHARLES A. WATSON,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF
CRI M NAL JUSTI CE, | NSTI TUTI ONAL
D VI SI ON;, ROBERT LAMBERT, Warden
John M ddleton Unit; JAMES DUKE
THOVAS J. MEDART, Warden, Price
Dani el Unit; BRI AN HORN, Warden
WYATT ALLEN HOWELL, M D.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 1:97-CV-62
January 14, 1999

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

Charl es A Watson, Texas prisoner # 738898, argues that the
district court erred in granting the defendants’ notion for
summary judgnent and dismssing his 42 U S.C. § 1983 conpl aint.
Wat son al |l eged that he was wongfully deprived of his personal

property, that he was wongly disciplined for refusing to perform

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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wor k, and that the defendants acted with deliberate indifference
to his serious nedical needs.

We have reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties
and affirmthe dism ssal of the property-loss claimand the
deni al - of - nmedi cal -care claimsubstantially for the reasons given

by the district court. See Watson v. Texas Departnent of

Crimnal Justice, No. 1:97-CV-62 (N.D. Tex. Feb. 20, 1998).

We have al so considered Watson’s clai mthat was not
addressed in the district court that he was wongfully charged
wth the refusal to work in light of his medical condition. In
light of the nature of the penalty inposed follow ng the
di sciplinary hearing, Watson failed to denonstrate that the
charge and puni shnent, even if inproper, resulted in a

constitutional violation. See Madi son v. Parker, 104 F.3d 765,

768 (5th Gir. 1997).
AFFI RVED.



