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

No. 94-41325
Conf er ence Cal endar

KENNI TH WAYNE THOVAS,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

MARK P. W SE, Sergeant, ET AL.
Def endant s,

PAGE MCG LVRAY, CO III, alkla
PAGE MCAATY and
CLAY A. FARRIS, CO |1,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. 6:93-CV-474
August 23, 1995
Before KING JOLLY, and WENER, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
All of Kennith Wayne Thomas's issues on appeal depend on a
trial transcript for their resolution. The district court denied

Thomas's notion for a transcript at governnent expense, and he

did not renew his notion in this court or appeal the district

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that this opinion should not be published.
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court's denial of his notion.

It is Thomas's responsibility to provide this court with a
transcript. See Fed. R App. P. 10(b). As he has failed to
provi de one, this court cannot review Thomas's argunents that the
testinonies of certain defense w tnesses were inadm ssible, that
the magi strate judge erred by failing to "invoke the rule," that
Thomas was i nproperly denied witnesses, and that the nagistrate

judge's findings were erroneous. Accordingly, we nust dismss

the appeal. See Richardson v. Henry, 902 F.2d 414, 415-16 (5th
Cr.), cert. denied, 498 U S. 901 (1990).
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