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

No. 96-50323
Summary Cal endar

ROBERT ERI K KESSLER
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

WYSCKI, Dr.; WACKENHUT CORRECTI ONS
CORPORATI ON;  PAUL BAI LEY, Adm nistrator,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. SA-95-CV-282

Novenber 26, 1996
Bef ore JONES, DeMOSS and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Robert Erick Kessler (#63980 080) appeals the district
court’s judgnent dismssing his civil-rights action. Kessler
al so appeals the district court’s refusal to appoint counsel to
represent himin the district court. W have carefully revi ewed
the briefs and the record. Essentially for reasons relied upon

by the district court, we hold that the district court properly

granted the defendants’ notion for summary judgnent. See Kessler

" Pursuant to Local Rule 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the Ilimted circunstances set forth in Local Rule 47.5. 4.
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V. Wsoki, No. SA-95-CA-282 (WD. Tex. Apr. 9, 1996).
The refusal to appoint counsel was not an abuse of

discretion. See Uner v. Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 212-13 (5th

Cir. 1982). The judgnent is AFFI RVED. Kessler has noved this
court for appointnent of counsel. Because Kessler has failed to
show exceptional circunstances require the appointnment of
counsel, see id., the notion is DEN ED

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON FOR APPO NTMENT OF COUNSEL DEN ED.



