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PER CURI AM *

Francis D. Wnchester appeals the dism ssal of his suit, which
alleged in pertinent part that the defendants failed to protect him
fromharmand were deliberately indifferent to his serious nedical
needs while he was incarcerated in the St. Mary Parish Detention
Center. W nchester, represented by counsel below and on this
appeal, does not brief any argunent as to the dismssal of his
cl ai ns agai nst Warden Hebert, Sheriff Naquin, or Robert Cox or to
the dismssal of the state law clains alleged in his conplaint.
Accordi ngly, any such challenge Wnchester could have raised in
regards to these clains is deened to be abandoned. See Yohey v.
Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25 (5th Cr. 1993).

W nchester asserts that the district court erred by granting
summary judgnent as to his failure-to-protect «clains against
Oficer Carinhas, Oficer Joseph, Lieutenant Brown, Captain
Hol conbe, and Robert Mtchell and his deliberate indifference to
hi s nmedi cal needs cl ai magai nst Nurse Thornton. This court reviews
the grant of a notion for summary judgnent de novo. Quillory v.
Dontar Indus., Inc., 95 F.3d 1320, 1326 (5th Cr. 1996).

A review of the record reveals that Wnchester failed to set
forth specific facts supported by conpetent sumrary judgnent

evidence to establish that Oficer Carinhas, Oficer Joseph,

"Pursuant to 5THCQR R 47.5 the Court has determned that this
opi ni on shoul d not be published and is not precedent except under
the limted circunmstances set forth in 5THAQR R 47.5. 4.
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Li eutenant Brown, O ficer Mtchell, and Captain Hol conbe were
deliberately indifferent to Wnchester’'s safety or that Nurse
Thornton was deliberately indifferent to Wnchester’s serious
medi cal needs. See FeED. R CQGv. P. 56; see also Little v. Liquid
Air Corp., 37 F.3d 1069, 1075 (5th Cr. 1994) (en banc). The
record evidence conclusively establishes that there is no genuine
issue of material fact. Consequently, Wnchester has failed to
show that the district court erred by granting the defendants’
notion for sumary judgnent. See Little, 37 F.3d at 1075."

AFFI RVED.

“"We also note that: Wnchester’'s brief provides no citation
to the record as required by FED. R App. P. 28(a)(7) and (9); and,
that his brief cites and purports to quote from pages 37, 41, 47
and 48 of his own deposition, but none of any of such pages of that
deposition are in the record (in any event, none of the matter
quot ed woul d support reversal of the judgnent).
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