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   v.
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MEMORANDUM  
*

Appeal from the United States District Court

for the Central District of California

Cormac J. Carney, District Judge, Presiding

Submitted February 16, 2010**  

Before: FERNANDEZ, GOULD, and M. SMITH, Circuit Judges.

Jeffrey Lamont Taylor appeals pro se from the district court’s judgment for

defendants following a jury trial in his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action alleging excessive
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force.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We review for abuse of

discretion a district court’s evidentiary rulings.  Janes v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., 279

F.3d 883, 886 (9th Cir. 2002).  We dismiss the appeal.

We are unable to review the evidentiary determinations Taylor contests on

appeal because he failed to file any relevant portions of the trial transcript or to

designate a record on appeal.  See Syncom Capital Corp. v. Wade, 924 F.2d 167,

169 (9th Cir. 1991) (per curiam) (dismissing appeal for failure to provide relevant

portions of trial transcript); Thomas v. Computax Corp., 631 F.2d 139, 143 (9th

Cir. 1980) (dismissing pro se appellant’s appeal for failure to designate and prepare

relevant portions of the record on appeal).  Accordingly, we dismiss the appeal.

DISMISSED.


