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PER CURIAM:*

Craig A. Singleton, former Orleans Parish Prison (OPP)

prisoner # 857400, appeals from a judgment in favor of the

defendants on his condition-of-confinement and inadequate-

medical-care claims, following an evidentiary hearing before the

magistrate judge consistent with Flowers v. Phelps, 956 F.2d 488
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(5th Cir.), modified on other grounds, 964 F.2d 400 (5th Cir. 1992).

Singleton challenges the factual findings of the magistrate

judge, which were adopted by the district court.  Singleton’s

challenges to the legal conclusions of the magistrate judge are

intertwined with his challenges to those factual findings.

Appellate review of these issues would require an examination of

a transcript of the Flowers hearing, a transcript which does not

exist.  

Singleton also contends that the magistrate judge “declined

to decide” whether he could call expert witnesses or other

witnesses to testify on his behalf at the Flowers hearing.  

Appellate review of this issue is dependent upon an examination

of a transcript of the Flowers hearing.  

Singleton has failed to provide a hearing transcript, as

directed by FED. R. APP. P. 10(b)(2).  Previously, this court

denied Singleton’s motion requesting a transcript at the

Government’s expense because he failed to meet the requirements

of 28 U.S.C. § 753(f).  Because Singleton failed to provide this

court with a transcript, this court will not consider Singleton’s

arguments, which depend upon a review of the transcript.  The

appeal therefore is DISMISSED.  See Richardson v. Henry, 902 F.2d

414, 416 (5th Cir. 1990).

APPEAL DISMISSED.


