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Before: SILVERMAN, BEA, and NGUYEN, Circuit Judges.

Former California state prisoner Leonard Johnson appeals pro se from the

district court’s judgment dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging deliberate

indifference to his serious medical needs and safety.  We have jurisdiction under
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28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review de novo.  Resnick v. Hayes, 213 F.3d 443, 447 (9th

Cir. 2000) (dismissal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915A); Barren v. Harrington, 152 F.3d

1193, 1194 (9th Cir. 1998) (order) (dismissal under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2)).  We

reverse and remand. 

Given the low threshold requirements of 28 U.S.C. § 1915A, dismissal of

Johnson’s action was improper at this early stage because Johnson alleged that

prison officials were aware that inmates’ exposure to valley fever posed a

significant threat to inmate safety yet failed to take reasonable measures to avoid

that threat.  See Resnick, 213 F.3d at 447 (a court must liberally construe pro se

pleadings, and accept as true all allegations of material fact); see also Farmer v.

Brennan, 511 U.S. 825, 847 (1994) (a prison official violates the Eighth

Amendment prohibition against inhumane conditions of confinement if he or she

knows of a substantial risk of serious harm to an inmate and fails to take

reasonable measures to avoid the harm).

Accordingly, we remand for further proceedings.  We express no opinion as

to the sufficiency or merits of Johnson’s allegations.

REVERSED and REMANDED.


