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

No. 97-11369
Conf er ence Cal endar

MUQTASI D A. QADI R,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus
TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF CRI M NAL JUSTI CE - | NSTI TUTI ONAL
D VI SI ON;, WAYNE SCOTT, DI RECTOR, TEXAS DEPARTMENT OF
CRI M NAL JUSTI CE, | NSTI TUTI ONAL DI VI SI ON; ALEXANDER C.
KALMANOV; MCCONVI LLE, Nurse; PETERSON, Nurse,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 7:97-CV-2

February 10, 1999
Bef ore BARKSDALE and EM LIO M GARZA, Circuit Judges.”
PER CURI AM **
Mugt asid Qadir (TDCJ #743563) appeals the district court’s

summar y-j udgnent dismssal of his pro se and in fornma pauperis

(IFP) civil rights conplaint wherein he alleged the denial of
adequate nedical. Qadir argues that the district court abused

its discretion by (1) granting summary judgnent w thout all ow ng

“This matter is being decided by a quorum 28 U S.C. §
46(d).

Pursuant to 5THGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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hi m addi ti onal discovery; (2) denying his notion to conpel the
production of docunents; and (3) denying his notion for a
tenporary injunction.

Wth regard to Qadir’s first two argunents, we have revi ewed
the records and the briefs of the parties and find no reversible

error. Accordingly, we AFFIRM See Qadir v. TDCJ et al., No.

7:97-CV-002-X (N.D. Tex., Nov. 21, 1997). Qadir’s argunent that
the district court should have granted hima tenporary injunction
is MOOT in light of the district court’s dismssal of the

conplaint. See Cypress Barn, Inc. v. Western Elec. Co., 812 F. 2d

1363, 1364 (11th Cr. 1987).
AFFI RVED.



