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

No. 95-11143
Summary Cal endar

DAVID E. LEW S,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,

ver sus

FORT WORTH PCLI CE DEP' T, ET AL.

Def endant s,

B.E. LADD, |.D. 2508;
R D. ABBOIT, 1.D. 1995,

Def endant s- Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Northern District of Texas
USDC No. 4:94-CV-655-A

~ October 25, 1996
Bef ore GARWOOD, JOLLY, and DENNI'S, G rcuit Judges:
PER CURI AM ~
David Earl Lewi s appeals the district court’s judgnent in
favor of the defendants followi ng a bench trial on Lewis’ civil

rights conplaint, 42 U S.C. § 1983. Lew s argues that he was

denied a jury trial. However, Lewis did not make a valid jury

Pursuant to Local Rule 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 Local Rule
47.5. 4.
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demand. See Fed. R Cv. P. 38(b).

Lew s al so argues that the district court’s denial of Lew s’
pro se notion to substitute John E. Sherman as counsel
condi ti oned on a continuance, effectively denied Lew s assi stance
of counsel. The district court denied Lewis’ notion to
substitute counsel because it found the continuance-condition
unacceptable. The district court did not abuse its discretion by
denying the notion to substitute wthout prejudice to the
attorney nmaking an entry of appearance.

AFFI RVED.



