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

No. 93-3865
Conf er ence Cal endar

ANDREA HALL,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
JCE MENZI NA, ET AL.,
Def endant s- Appel | ees.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Mddle District of Louisiana
USDC No. 92-CV-663-A
_ (May 19, 1994)
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM BARKSDALE, and EMLIO M GARZA, Crcuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Andrea Hall appeals the district court's denial of his
notion pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915 for appoi ntnent of counsel.

The order denyi ng appoi ntnment of counsel is an appeal abl e

interlocutory order. See Robbins v. Mggio, 750 F.2d 405, 409-13

(5th Gr. 1985). The denial of appointnent of counsel is

revi ewed for abuse of discretion. See Jackson v. Cain, 864 F.2d

1235, 1242 (5th Gr. 1989).

Hal | argues that the trial of this matter will involve 11
defendants and their wtnesses and thus will require skill in the
Local Rule 47.5 provides: "The publication of opinions

that have no precedential value and nerely decide particular
cases on the basis of well-settled principles of |aw inposes
needl ess expense on the public and burdens on the |egal
profession.” Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned
that this opinion should not be published.
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presentation of evidence and cross-exam nation. He contends that

because he has "little experience with the | aw and does not speak
or read [E]nglish very well" he therefore does not possess the
skill needed to litigate his case.

"Acivil rights conplainant has no right to the automatic

appoi ntment of counsel."” Uner v. Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 212

(5th Gr. 1982). The appointnent of counsel is unnecessary

unl ess a case presents "exceptional circunstances." 1d. at 212-
213. Anpong the factors to be considered in deciding whether the
appoi nt nent of counsel is necessary are the conplexity of the

i ssues and the ability of the plaintiff to represent hinself

adequately. Hulsey v. State, 929 F.2d 168, 172 (5th GCr. 1991).

The facts and | egal issues involved in this case are not conpl ex
or exceptional. They involve an incident at the prison where
Hal | alleges he was physically assaulted and harned by prison
officials. He is very famliar with the facts surrounding this
i ncident and the record contains exceptionally well-witten and
focused pleadings for a pro se litigant. Hall's district court
pl eadi ngs and appell ate brief denonstrate that he is capabl e of
providing hinmself with adequate representation. The denial of

his notion for appointed counsel is AFFI RVED



