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California state prisoner Rodolfo C. Anderson appeals pro se from the

district court’s summary judgment in his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging that a

prison medical official forced him to take antipsychotic medications against his

will.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review de novo. 

Frost v. Agnos, 152 F.3d 1124, 1128 (9th Cir. 1998).  We affirm.

The district court properly granted summary judgment because Anderson

failed to raise a genuine issue of material fact as to whether the prison doctor

violated his constitutional rights by involuntarily medicating him.  See Washington

v. Harper, 494 U.S. 210, 231-33 (1990); Kulas v. Valdez, 159 F.3d 453, 456 (9th

Cir. 1998).

We do not consider arguments raised for the first time on appeal.  See Smith

v. Marsh, 194 F.3d 1045, 1052 (9th Cir. 1999).

Anderson’s remaining contentions are unpersuasive.

AFFIRMED.


