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PER CURI AM *
Ti not hy Brown, M ssissippi state prisoner # R1098, has
appeal ed the magi strate judge’ s judgnent dismssing his civil
rights conplaint with prejudice following a bench trial. Brown

has noved for preparation of the trial transcript at Governnment
expense. Brown does not explain in his notion why the transcript
is necessary for disposition of an issue on appeal. Accordingly,

the notion is deni ed. See Harvey v. Andrist, 754 F.2d 569, 571

(5th Cir. 1985); see also 28 U S.C. § 753(f).

" Pursuant to 5THOR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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We construe Brown’s brief as requesting | eave to suppl enent
the record on appeal. “An appellate court may not consi der new
evi dence furnished for the first tinme on appeal and nay not
consi der facts which were not before the district court at the

time of the challenged ruling.” Theriot v. Parish of Jefferson,

185 F. 3d 477, 491 n.26 (5th Gr. 1999). The notion is denied.
Brown contends that the judgnent was contrary to the | aw and

the evidence and that the magi strate judge abused his discretion

by failing to order the production of an unredacted prison |og.

It is the appellant’s responsibility to provide a transcript of

all relevant evidence to support his appellate argunent. See

FED. R App. P. 10(b)(2); Powell v. Estelle, 959 F.2d 22, 26 (5th

Cr. 1992). As was noted above, Brown’ s request for a transcript
was i nadequate, and his failure to provide a transcript prevents

this court fromreview ng these issues. See Richardson v. Henry,

902 F.2d 414, 416 (5th Cr. 1990).
Because the appeal is without arguable nerit, it is

di sm ssed as frivol ous. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 215, 219-20

(5th Gr. 1983); see also 5THGQR R 42.2. The dism ssal of this
appeal as frivolous counts as a strike for purposes of 28 U S. C
8§ 1915(g). We caution Brown that once he accunul ates three
strikes, he will not be permtted to proceed in forma pauperis in

any civil action or appeal filed while he is incarcerated or
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detained in any facility unless he is under inmm nent danger of
serious physical injury. See 28 U S.C. § 1915(g).

APPEAL DI SM SSED;, MOTI ONS DENI ED; SANCTI ON WARNI NG G VEN.



