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vVer sus
GREG HERMAN; JOE DON CUNNI NGHAM CRAI G S. SHOW5, JR.; SCOTT DELANO
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Southern District of M ssissippi
USDC No. 1:02-CV-434

Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM SM TH, and CLEMENT, G rcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Richard Merle Switzer, M ssissippi state prisoner #47818,
proceeding pro se and in forma pauperis, appeals the district
court’s order in his 8§ 1983 suit denying his notion for appoi nt nent
of counsel. Switzer asserts conclusionally that he needs counsel

in order to sharpen the issues, to investigate, and to obtain

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the court has determnm ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.



favorabl e evidence. Switzer also argues that he is not capabl e of
representing hinself properly.

An interlocutory order denying an application for the
appoi nt mrent of counsel in a 8 1983 case is i medi ately appeal abl e.?
However, a trial court is not required to appoint counsel for an
indigent plaintiff in a civil rights action unless there are
exceptional circunstances.? This court wll not reverse the
district court’s denial of such a notion unless the appell ant shows
that the ruling constituted a clear abuse of discretion.?

Switzer has not shown that his case presents exceptional
circunstances such that the district court clearly abused its
discretion in denying the notion. The district court’s denial of
Switzer’s notion for appoi ntnent of counsel is therefore AFFI RVED.

Switzer’'s notion to supplenent the record is DEN ED

! Robbi ns v. Maggio, 750 F.2d 405, 409-13 (5th G r. 1985).
2 Unmer v. Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 212 (5th G r. 1982).
3 Cupit v. Jones, 835 F.2d 82, 86 (5th Cir. 1987).
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