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Per Curiam’

In a previous opinion, we remanded this case for an
expl anation by the district court concerning the evidence, if any,
t hat Appel |l ant produced or had the opportunity to produce which
would show that certain of the appellees refused to permt
i nspection of precinct sign-in |ogs. Assertions of failure to
permt such inspections underlie Appellant’s only remaining claim
for violation of the notor-voter law, specifically 42 U S C
§ 1973gg-6(i).

The district court responded by a nenorandum opi nion
entered Decenber 31, 1997. In that order, the district court noted
that while its tenporary restraining order was in effect, Appellant
had access to such precinct signature | ogs. After the court’s

Novenber 27, 1996 ruling, Appellant alleged in a notion for

"Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.
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reconsideration that he was denied access to signature | o0gs.
Appellant’s only evidence in the district court record consists of
affidavits relating to denials of access to sign-in logs in
Decenber 1996. The district court concl uded that Appellant had t he
opportunity to produce such evidence before the court’s Novenber 27
ruling, but Appellant did not do so.

Neither the district court nor this court can award
declaratory or injunctive relief for violations of federal law, in
this case 42 U . S.C. 8 1973gg-6(i), without tinely proof of ongoing
or immnent violations. For this reason alone, the district court
did not err in denying Appellant’s request for relief. Appellant’s
pending notions to file supplenental briefs and to extend tine to
file supplenental briefs are hereby DEN ED as noot.

The judgnent of the district court is AFFI RMED



