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Billy R Hawkins, Texas prisoner nunber 669983, appeals the
trial court’s judgnent for the defendants in this 42 U S. C
§ 1983 suit. Hawkins also noves this court for the appointnent
of counsel and a trial transcript at Governnent expense.

Hawki ns argues that the trial court erred in denying his

postjudgnment notion for a return of property. Hawkins has not
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shown that the trial court so erred. Hawkins cited no
jurisdictional basis for the notion, and research reveal s none.
The notion was unaut horized, and Hawki ns has not shown that he is
entitled to relief in connection with the claimraised therein.

See United States v. Early, 27 F.3d 140, 142 (5th Cr. 1994).

Hawki ns’ s argunent that the trial court acted unfairly by
rescheduling his trial fails because Hawkins identifies no
prejudi ce that he suffered in connection with this action.

Hawki ns’ s argunents that the trial court erred in denying
his notions to anend his conplaint and conpel discovery and in
granting the defendants’ notion for summary judgnent are |ikew se
unavailing. The record reflects that Hawkins’s notion to anmend
his conplaint was granted. He filed no notion to conpel discovery
and there was no notion for summary judgnent.

Hawki ns’s claimthat he was denied a trial before a federal
judge | acks nerit. The record shows that he consented to trial
before a magi strate judge, who is a federal judge. See 28 U S. C
§ 631 et seq.

Finally, Hawkins argues that he was deni ed due process in
connection with the trial judge's denial of his request to see
certain tapes, when the defendants testified fal sely, and when
the trial judge took certain actions in relation to certain
W tnesses. Hawkins fails to explain how these actions harned
him and his conclusional assertions in relation to these clains

are insufficient to showthat he is entitled to relief.
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Hawki ns has failed to show that the trial court commtted
reversible error in connection with the disposition of his
clainms. Accordingly, the judgnent of the trial court is
AFFI RMED, and Hawki ns’s notions for the appointnent of counsel

and a transcript at Governnent expense are DEN ED.



