UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
for the Fifth Crcuit

No. 94-40003
Summary Cal endar

LEE ANTHONY JOHNSON, ET AL.,
Plaintiffs,
LEE ANTHONY JCHNSON,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
VERSUS

ANN RI CHARDS, Governor, ET AL.,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Texas
(6:92-CV-691)

) (January 12, 1995)
Before JONES, DUHE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.

PER CURI AM !

The district court did not abuse its discretion when it denied
Lee Anthony Johnson's notion for appointnment of counsel.? This
civil rights case does not present the requisite "exceptional
ci rcunst ances" which warrant the appointnent of counsel. Jackson

v. Dallas Police Dep't, 811 F.2d 260, 261 (5th Cr. 1986).

! 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 needless
expense on the public and burdens on the legal profession.™
Pursuant to that Rule, the Court has determ ned that this opinion
shoul d not be publi shed.

2 W assunme without deciding that the particular order in this
case i s appeal abl e.



The Court | acks jurisdictionto consider Johnson's "Mtion for
New Trial," filed in this court over ten days after the entire of
the judgnent of dismssal. See Fed. R Cv. P. 59(b) and 60(b).
Johnson shoul d direct his notion to the district court if he w shes
to seek relief fromthe judgnent dism ssing the suit.

AFF| RMED.



