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PER CURIAM.

Arkansas inmate Tyrone Woodard appeals the district court's entry of judgment

for the prison officials in Woodard's civil rights lawsuit.  In the absence of a trial

transcript, we are unable to review Woodard's challenges to the district court's

admission and evaluation of trial evidence.  See Meroney v. Delta Int'l Mach. Corp.,

18 F.3d 1436, 1437 (8th Cir. 1994) (court unable to review issues raised by appellant

who failed to provide trial transcript after motion for preparation of transcript at

government expense was denied).  Additionally, we do not believe the district court

abused its discretion in declining to appoint new counsel, see Plummer v. Grimes, 87

F.3d 1032, 1033 (8th Cir. 1996) (standard of review), or improperly denied Woodard's

motion to revoke his waiver of a jury trial, see Sewell v. Jefferson County Fiscal Court,

863 F.2d 461, 465-66 (6th Cir. 1988) (ordinarily, party who withdraws jury demand

may not change his mind), cert. denied, 493 U.S. 820 (1989).  Finally, we find no

authority to support Woodard's contention that he should not have remained handcuffed

during his civil bench trial.

We thus affirm the judgment of the district court.
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