IN THE UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FI FTH Cl RCU T

No. 97-11025
Summary Cal endar

RANDY GEORGE WARGO, ET AL.
Plaintiffs,

LARRY RI CKEY ALLEN;, JESSE ALVI N PURSCHE
RANDY GEORGE WARGO, FREDERI CK V. CANADY

Plaintiffs-Appellants,
vVer sus

JI M BOALES, Sheriff of Dallas County, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

DON EVERETTE SPENCE, JR ,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

JI M BOALES, Sheriff of Dallas County, ET AL.,
Def endant s,

JI M BOALES, Sheriff of Dallas County,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

AHVED A AZZEEM

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

JI M BOALES,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

CURTI S ERI N DYSCN,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

DALLAS COUNTY JAIL, ET AL.,
Def endant s,



JI M BOALES, Sheriff of Dallas County,

Appel | ee.

ROBERT LOU S BABERS,

vVer sus
JI M BOALES, Sheriff of Dallas County,
JI M BOALES, Sheriff of Dallas County,

ET AL.,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

Def endant s,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

CEDRI C MARK ALEXANDER,

ver sus
JI M BOALES, Sheriff of Dallas County,
JI M BOALES, Sheriff,

ET AL.,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

Def endant s,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

KEVI N EUGENE TURNER,

ver sus

JI M BOALES, Sheriff of Dallas County,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

TYRONE RAY COTTON,

ver sus

JI M BOALES, ET AL.,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

Def endant s,



JI M BOALES,
Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 3:93-CV-2052-BD

August 31, 1999
Before JOLLY, JONES, and BENAVIDES, C rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

The followi ng el even Texas inmates (the “plaintiffs”) appeal
the bench trial judgnent against them Larry Rickey Allen
(#705591), Cedric Mark Al exander (#659719), Ahned A Azzeem
(#190254), Robert Louis Babers (#651148), Frederick V. Canady
(#377737), Tyrone Ray Cotton (#565930), Curtis Erin Dyson
(#712691), Jesse Alvin Pursche (#625502), Don Everette Spence, Jr.
(#664088), Kevin Eugene Turner (#622481), and Randy George Wargo
(#665739) .

Al len’s notion for appoi nt nent of counsel on appeal is DEN ED.
Azzeemis “notion to correct style and cause nunber of case” is
DENI ED as unnecessary.

The magi strate judge dism ssed the plaintiffs’ various clains
al | egi ng overcrowded condi tions, inadequate sanitation, inadequate

security, and inadequate nedical care at the Dallas County Jail.

"Pursuant to 5TH QR 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this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except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 CR R 47.5. 4.



We have carefully reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties
and find no reversible error. The nmagistrate judge entered a
| engt hy and t horough opinion, which included nunmerous findings of
fact and conclusions of |aw The plaintiffs have failed to
denonstrate that any of the magi strate judge’ s factual findings are

clearly erroneous. See Baldwn v. Stalder, 137 F.3d 836, 839 (5th

Cr. 1998). Furthernore, the magistrate judge did not abuse his

discretion in refusing to certify a class action. See Alison v.

Ctgo PetroleumCorp., 151 F. 3d 402, 408 (5th Cr. 1998). Finally,
because neither the rights to confrontation and cross-exam nation
nor the right to effective assistance of counsel apply to civi

proceedi ngs, plaintiffs’ argunments regarding these issues are not

considered. See Wolsey v. Nat'|l Transp. Safety Bd., 993 F. 2d 516,

521 (5th Gr. 1993); Sanchez v. United States Postal Service, 785

F.2d 1236, 1237 (5th Gr. 1986).
AFFI RMED



