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

No. 94-40270
Conf er ence Cal endar

JAMES C. HUDSON,

Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
CURTI S SAM

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Western District of Louisiana
USDC No. 6:93-CV-1184
_ (November 15, 1994)
Before JONES, DUHE, and PARKER, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Loui si ana prisoner Janes C. Hudson all eges that he was

i njured when he slipped on the wet floor of his cell. The jail

condi ti ons whi ch Hudson has described do not violate the

Consti tution. See Bell v. WIlfish, 441 U S. 520, 535, 99 S. C

1861, 60 L. Ed. 2d 447 (1979); Rhodes v. Chapman, 452 U.S. 337,

347, 101 S. C. 2392, 69 L. Ed. 2d 59 (1981). To the extent that
Hudson has al |l eged that the defendant negligently failed to nake

repairs, he has not stated a civil rights violation. Jackson v.

Cain, 864 F.2d 1235, 1246 (5th Gr. 1989).

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that this opinion should not be published.
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Hudson's notion for appoi ntnent of appellate counsel is
DENI ED. The case does not present the requisite "exceptional
circunstances" to justify the appointnent of counsel. Uner v.
Chancellor, 691 F.2d 209, 212 (5th Gr. 1982).
AFFI RVED.



