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

No. 95-50348
Conf er ence Cal endar

RO LE SHI LOH BRYANT,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

M CHAEL KI NABREW Individually and in Oficial Capacity as
TDCJ-I1D Correctional Guard; R A LEONARD, Individually and in
Oficial Capacity as TDCJ-ID Correctional Guard; LUANN TIPPIT,
Individually and in Oficial Capacity as a TDCJ-ID Cerk 3,
Counsel or Substitute; RAUL MATA, Captain, Individually and in
O ficial Capacity as a TDCJ-I1D Disciplinary Captain; R HARVEY,
Individually and in Oficial Capacity as a TDCJ-I1D Guard; OVWEN
Doctor, Individually and in Oficial Capacity as a TDCJ-1D
Medi cal Personnel; JIMW WOOD, Individually and in Oficial
Capacity as a Justice of the Peace,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Western District of Texas
USDC No. W 94- CA- 113
Decenber 19, 1995
Before DAVIS, STEWART, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Roi Le' Shiloh-Bryant's petition for wit of nmandanus is

DENI ED AS MOOT. The district court's determnation not to

appoi nt counsel in this case was not an abuse of discretion.

Local Rule 47.5.1 provides: "The publication of
opinions that nerely decide particular cases on the basis of
wel | -settled principles of | aw i nposes needl ess expense on the
public and burdens on the legal profession.” Pursuant to that
Rul e, the court has determ ned that this opinion should not be
publ i shed.
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Uner v. Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 212 (5th G r. 1982). The

district court is not precluded from appointing counsel, if
necessary, during the pendency of the proceedi ngs.

AFFI RVED.



