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

No. 00-11242
Summary Cal endar

DEBORAH BURNS
Plaintiff - Appellant
V.

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA; FEDERAL MEDI CAL CENTER CARSWELL;
OKLAHOVA TRANSFER CENTER - PAULDI NG COUNTY JAI L, DALLAS,

GEORG A; FI RST NAME UNKNOWN MATTHEWS, O ficer; J.B. BOGAN,
Warden; C. L. BROAN, Captain; JORLENE LONG HUDSON, al so known
as first Nanme Unknown Long, also known as First Nane Unknown
Hudson; SANDRA E. BOYD, al so known as First Nane Unknown Boyd;
FI RST NAME UNKNOWN STI LLION, O ficer; BARBARA W RZFELD, al so
known as First Name Unknown Wtzell, also known as First Nanme
Unknown Wrzfeld; KATHLEEN HAWK, Director of Bureau of Prisons;
FI RST NAME UNKNOWN G LLIUM FI RST NAME UNKNOWN COOPER, O fi cer;
L. AUSTIN, Unit officer; FIRST NAVME UNKNOWN BASS, O ficer; FIRST
NAMVE UNKNOWN KAI SER, O ficer; FIRST NAVE UNKNOMN COLE, O ficer;
FI RST NAME UNKNOWN GONZALEZ, O ficer; ALTON APPLEWH TE, al so
known as Appl ewhite

Def endants - Appell ees

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:98-CV-135-Y

© July 6, 2001
Before KING Chief Judge, and JONES and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Deborah Burns appeals the district court’s dismssal of her

42 U.S.C. § 1983 conplaint for failure to exhaust adm nistrative

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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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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remedi es. Burns contends that her claimof sexual assault is not
a prison conditions claimfor purposes of applying 42 U S. C

§ 1997e’s exhaustion requirenent. Because this court has held
that 42 U S.C. 8§ 1997e’s exhaustion requirenent applies to
simlar types of clains, Burns’ argunent is rejected. See

Wendell v. Asher, 162 F.3d 887, 889-91 (5th Gr. 1998).

Burns has also filed a notion for the appoi nt nent of
counsel. Because Burns fails to identify any excepti onal
ci rcunst ances that would warrant such appoi ntnent, her notion is

denied. See Santana v. Chandler, 961 F.2d 514, 515 (5th G

1992) .
AFFI RVED.



