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USDC No. 00-CV-575-F

Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and DeMOSS and BENAVI DES, Circuit
Judges.

PER CURI AM *
Craig A Singleton, former Orleans Parish Prison (OPP)
prisoner # 857400, appeals froma judgnent in favor of the
def endants on his condition-of-confinenent and i nadequat e-
medi cal -care clainms, following an evidentiary hearing before the

magi strate judge consistent with Flowers v. Phelps, 956 F.2d 488

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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(5th Gr.), nodified on other grounds, 964 F.2d 400 (5th Cr. 1992).

Singleton challenges the factual findings of the nagistrate
j udge, which were adopted by the district court. Singleton’s
chal | enges to the | egal conclusions of the nagistrate judge are
intertwined with his challenges to those factual findings.
Appel | ate review of these issues would require an exam nation of
a transcript of the Flowers hearing, a transcript which does not
exi st .

Singleton al so contends that the magi strate judge “declined
to decide” whether he could call expert w tnesses or other
W tnesses to testify on his behalf at the Flowers hearing.
Appel l ate review of this issue is dependent upon an exam nation
of a transcript of the Flowers hearing.

Singleton has failed to provide a hearing transcript, as
directed by FED. R Arp. P. 10(b)(2). Previously, this court
denied Singleton’s notion requesting a transcript at the
Governnent’s expense because he failed to neet the requirenents
of 28 U S.C. § 753(f). Because Singleton failed to provide this
court with a transcript, this court wll not consider Singleton’s
argunents, which depend upon a review of the transcript. The

appeal therefore is DISM SSED. See R chardson v. Henry, 902 F. 2d

414, 416 (5th Gir. 1990).
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