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PER CURIAM. 
 
 In this 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action, Steven C. Hayes appeals the district court’s1 
adverse grant of summary judgment.  Having jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, 
this court affirms. 
 
 This court has reviewed the record de novo, and the parties’ arguments on 
appeal, and finds no basis for reversal.  See Jackson v. Reibold, 815 F.3d 1114, 1119 
(8th Cir. 2016) (standard of review for adverse grant of summary judgment; facts 
are reviewed in light most favorable to nonmovant, and this court will affirm if 
record shows there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and moving party is 
entitled to judgment as matter of law); Scott v. Benson, 742 F.3d 335, 339-40 (8th 
Cir. 2014) (to prove deliberate indifference to a serious medical need, plaintiff must 
establish that he was diagnosed by a physician as requiring treatment, or that his 
medical need was so obvious that even a layperson would recognize the necessity 
for medical attention; and that defendant knew of but deliberately disregarded the 
serious medical need); see also Nelson v. Shuffman, 603 F.3d 439, 449 (8th Cir. 
2010) (inmate’s mere difference of opinion over matters of expert medical judgment 
or course of medical treatment does not amount to constitutional violation). 
 
 The judgment is affirmed.  See 8th Cir. R. 47B.  The motion to expedite the 
appeal and grant default judgment is denied as moot.   

______________________________ 

 
1The Honorable Susan O. Hickey, Chief Judge, United States District Court 

for the Western District of Arkansas, adopting the report and recommendations of 
the Honorable Mark E. Ford, United States Magistrate Judge for the Western District 
of Arkansas. 


