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PER CURI AM *
Appel l ant Donald J. Patterson, appearing pro se, appeals the
di sm ssal of certain clains he brought under the Fair Housi ng Act
and the grant of summary judgnent in favor of certain defendants on

other clains. Patterson al so appeals the district court’s refusa

"Pursuant to 5TH CIR. R 47.5, the court has deterni ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH CR R 47.5. 4.
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to appoint counsel to represent him Finding no reversible error,
we affirm

In his conplaint, Patterson brought clainms under 18 U S.C. 8§
241, 18 U.S.C. § 245 42 U.S.C. § 3604(f)(1), 42 U.S.C. §
3604(f)(2), and 42 U S.C. 8§ 3617. In response to a notion to
dismss filed by sone of the appell ees under Federal Rule of G vil
Procedure 12(b)(6), the district court dism ssed Patterson’s cl ai ns
under sections 241, 245, and 3604(f)(1) against the follow ng
appel l ees: Le Ann Piatt, Deborah Flach, Susan Pol asek, Mary Jane
Mendez, Ruben Rodriguez, Jessica Leon, Victoria Puffer, and the
Housing Authority of San Antonio. The district court also
dism ssed Patterson’s section 3604(f)(2) claim against Piatt,
Pol asek, Mendez, Leon, and Puffer. Further, the district court
di sm ssed Patterson’s section 3617 clainms against Piatt, Flach
Mendez, Ruben Rodriguez, Leon, and Puffer. The district court,
however, did not dismss Patterson’s section 3617 claim agai nst
Pol asek, section 3604(f)(2) clainms against Flach and Ruben
Rodri guez, and the cl ai ns agai nst the Housi ng Authority based upon
the acts of Flach, Polasek, and Ruben Rodri guez.

In response to another notion to dismss, the district court
dismssed all of Patterson’s <clains against the follow ng
appel | ees: Maggi e Gonzal es, Andy Gonez, Patrick Pol oskey, Corkey
Cotrell, Augustine J. Sanchez, Henry Ross, IIl, Howard Peak, Ji mry

G Crawford, Richard v. Mazuca, Lupe CGuerrero, Mrtin Rodriguez,



Richard A ivares, Hector Lopez, and the Gty of San Antonio. The
district court dismssed the clainms agai nst these appell ees based
on its holding that Patterson assigned his clains against these
appellees to Frazier and that Frazier had settled these clains.
Additionally, in response to a separate notion to dismss, the
district court dismssed the clainms agai nst Pol asek, Flach, Ruben
Rodri guez, and the Housing Authority of San Antonio, that had not
been previously dism ssed because these clains had also been
assigned to Frazier and subsequently settled by Frazier. Also, the
district court granted summary judgnment in favor of Phillip Frazier
and Gary Poensich (Frazier's attorney) on all «clains brought
agai nst them by Patterson on the basis that Patterson’s clains

against them were barred under the doctrine of res judicata.

Havi ng reviewed the briefs and record, we do not find that the
district court erred in dismssing Patterson’s cl ai ns.
Furthernore, we do not find that the district court abused its
discretion in refusing to appoint an attorney to represent

Patterson. Therefore, the judgnment is AFFI RVED.



