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

No. 98-11150
Conf er ence Cal endar

ARTURO GONZALES RODRI GUEZ,
al so known as Arturo Rodriguez Gonzal es

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
HOMRD L. DECKER ET AL.,
Def endant s,
HOMRD L. DECKER, ANGELO C. PHI LLIPS
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas

USDC No. 1:96-CV-155

August 27, 1999
Before KING Chief Judge, and JOLLY and DAVIS, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Arturo Gonzal es Rodriguez, Texas prisoner # 570735,
chal l enges the district court’s judgnent in favor of the
appel lees followng a bench trial on the nerits of his 42 U S. C
8§ 1983 |l awsuit alleging that prison guards used excessive force

on himw thout provocation, that he had been issued a false

Pursuant to 5THCGR 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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disciplinary case to cover up the guards’ assault, and that he
had been deni ed adequate nedi cal care.

This court cannot review the errors conplained of without a
transcript of the bench trial which was held in the district
court. Rodriguez did not include the trial transcript in the
record on appeal, although it is his duty as an appellant to
provide a transcript of all relevant evidence to support his
appel l ate argunent. See Fed. R App. P. 10 (b)(2); See
Ri chardson v. Henry, 902 F.2d 414, 416 (5th G r. 1990); Powell V.

Estelle, 959 F.2d 22, 26 (5th Cr. 1992). Accordingly,
Rodriguez’s appeal is DISM SSED. See 5THCR R 42. 2.



