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

No. 94-10362
Conf er ence Cal endar

CLYDE WAYNE STUART,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus
LAWRENCE BRUMLEY, Detective and
OTHER UNKNOWN POLI CE OFFI CERS OF

THE DALLAS PCLI CE DEP' T, Si X,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 93-CV-221-R
 (July 22, 1994)
Before PCOLI TZ, Chief Judge, and JOLLY and DAVIS, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Cl yde Wayne Stuart returns to this Court and argues that the
district court abused its discretion in denying his notion for
appoi ntnent of counsel and in failing to give reasons for the

denial of the notion in accord with Unmer v. Chancellor, 691 F.2d

209, 213 (5th Cr. 1982).
We agree. The district court's order denying appoi ntnent of
counsel is VACATED. The district court is directed forthwith to

appoi nt counsel for Stuart.

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that this opinion should not be published.
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VACATED and REMANDED.



