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

No. 92-4876
Conf er ence Cal endar

W LLI AM DEXTER WHI TE,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JOHNNY HI LL ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
USDC No. CA9: 91-162
~ June 23, 1993
Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, WENER, and DeM3SS, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

WIlliam Dexter Wite has appealed the district court's
denial of his notion for appointnent of counsel in a suit under
42 U.S.C. § 1983. Atrial court is not required to appoint
counsel for an indigent plaintiff asserting a claimunder § 1983

unl ess there are exceptional circunstances. Richardson v. Henry,

902 F.2d 414, 417 (5th Gir.), cert. denied, 498 U S. 901 (1990).

The determ nation that this case does not present the

"exceptional circunstances" that require the appoi nt nent of

Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions
that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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counsel was within the discretion of the district court. See

Uner v. Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 213 (5th Gr. 1982).

AFFI RVED.



