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

No. 96-10582
Conf er ence Cal endar

LARRY DALE | NGRAM
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
TARRANT COUNTY ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:95-CV-760-A

Decenber 10, 1996
Bef ore W ENER, BARKSDALE, and BENAVIDES, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Larry Dale Ingram # 696595, appeals the district court’s
grant of the defendants’ notion for summary judgnent and noves to
suppl enent the appellate record. Ingram contends that the
district court erred by denying his notion for extension of tine
to conduct discovery before its determnation on the nerits of

the defendants’ notion for sunmary judgnment and erred by granting

the notion for sunmary judgnment because he raised a genui ne issue

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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of fact regarding the issue of deliberate indifference to his
serious nedical needs. W have reviewed the record and Ingranis
brief and AFFIRM the district court’s grant of sunmary judgnment
for essentially the sane reasons set forth by the district court.

Ingramv. Tarrant County, et al., No. 4:95-CV-760-A (N. D. Tx.

Mar. 26, 1996). The district court did not abuse its discretion
by denying Ingramis notion for extension of tine to conduct
di scovery because Ingramdid not state with specificity how
addi tional discovery would create a dispute as to a nateri al

fact. | nternational Shortstop, Inc. v. Rally's, Inc., 939 F. 2d

1257, 1267 (5th Gr. 1991), cert. denied, 502 U S. 1059 (1992).

Based on this determnation, Ingramis notion to suppl enent
the appell ate record i s DEN ED

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON DENI ED



