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Before KING Chief Judge, and JOLLY and STEWART, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Larry Lee Butler, Texas prisoner # 116378, appeals the
district court’s denial of his notion for appoi ntnent of counsel
inthis 42 U S.C. § 1983 action alleging excessive force,
deprivation of property, false inprisonnent, and nalicious
prosecution. He also requests the appointnent of counsel.
Butl er contends that he is a layman of |aw and that the ends of

justice require counsel be appointed to represent him

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 47.5, the court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent
except under the limted circunstances set forth in 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.
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But|l er has not shown exceptional circunstances warranting

t he appoi nt nent of counsel. See Feist v. Jefferson County

Commirs Court, 778 F.2d 250, 253 (5th Gr. 1985); U ner v.

Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 212-13 (5th Gr. 1982). Therefore, the
district court did not abuse its discretion in denying the notion
for the appointnent of counsel.

Butler’s notion for appointnent of counsel is denied.

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON DEN ED.



