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

No. 94-40334
Conf er ence Cal endar

VWHATUGANNA JOSEPH W LTZ,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
DANNY L. CHURCHVAN, ET AL.
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:93-CV-203
_ (November 17, 1994)
Before JONES, DUHE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

What uganna W1tz appeals the dism ssal of his civil rights
action against four corrections officers.

WIltz is obliged to provide us with a copy of any
transcripts necessary for review of his contentions. Powell v.
Estelle, 959 F.2d 22, 26 (5th Cr. 1992). Wthout a transcript,
we cannot review the district court's disposition of Wltz's
clains that Churchman applied excessive force or that Chancell or,

Carlile, and Furr held WIltz down while Churchnan hit him See
id.; Richardson v. Henry, 902 F.2d 414, 416 (5th Cr. 1990),

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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cert. denied, 498 U. S. 901 (1991). W therefore will not
consider Wltz's contention that Churchman used excessive force
wi th the assistance of the other officers.

WIltz's allegation that Carlile pushed himonto the bed and
hel d his hands behind his back does not raise an arguable Eighth
Amendnent vi ol ati on i ndependent of his clainms agai nst Churchman.
Nor does WIltz's allegation that Furr held Wltz's feet. WItz's
all egation that Chancell or squeezed his testicles while Wltz | ay
on the bed conceivably could give rise to an Ei ghth Amendnent
cl ai mindependent of his claimthat Churchman hit him

"Failure to prosecute an issue on appeal constitutes waiver
of the issue." U S v. Geen, 964 F.2d 365, 371 (5th Gr. 1992),
cert. denied, 113 S. C. 984 (1993). Even a pro se |itigant nust
brief issues on appeal. Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222, 224-25
(5th Gr. 1993). WItz does not explicitly raise his testicle-
squeezi ng cl ai m agai nst Chancellor on appeal. By failing to
raise that claim WItz has abandoned it. See G een, 964 F.2d at
371.

DI SM SSED.



