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

No. 98-11046
Summary Cal endar

LORENZO THOVAS
al so known as Janes H. Thonpson

Pl ai ntiff-Appellee,
ver sus
JIM BOALES, Etc; ET AL.
Def endant s,
DALLAS POLI CE OFFI CER CREAMER
DALLAS POLI CE OFFI CE ZAMORA
DALLAS SHERI FF' S OFFI CER NELSON,
Def endant s- Appel | ant s.
Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas

USDC No. 3:92-CV-721-BC- G

May 21, 1999
Before EMLIO M GARZA, DeMOSS, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Jeffrey Creaner, Bradford Nel son, and Sanmuel Zanora appeal
the district court’s denial of their notion for a summary
j udgnment di sm ssing Thomas Lorenzo’s clainms that they used
excessive force against himand that they failed to provide him

w th adequate nedical care after the second all eged incident of

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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excessive use of force. Creaner, Nelson, and Zanora argue that
Thomas did not present sufficient summary judgnent evidence to
establish that a genuine issue of material fact exists which
precludes the court fromgranting summary judgnent. W have
interlocutory jurisdiction to determ ne whet her Thomas’ sunmary
judgnent facts state a claimunder clearly established federal

|aw. See Behrens v. Pelletier, 116 S. C. 834, 842 (1996);

Nerren v. Livingston Police Dep’t, 86 F.3d 469, 472 (5th Cr.

1996). Viewng the facts in the |ight nost favorable to Thonas,
we conclude that the district court did not err in holding that
Thomas’ allegations state a claimfor excessive use of force

agai nst Creaner and state a separate claimfor excessive use of

force agai nst Nel son and Zanora. See Rankin v. Klevenhagen, 5

F.3d 103, 107 (5th Gr. 1993). Thomas’ allegations also state a
cl ai m agai nst Nel son and Zanora for failure to provi de adequate
medi cal care after the second alleged incident of excessive use

of force. See Reeves v. Collins, 27 F.3d 174, 176 (5th Cr.

1994) .
AFFI RVED.



