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PER CURIAM:*

Michael W. Thomas, a Texas state prisoner, appeals an adverse summary

judgment in his civil rights action.  Thomas contends that the district court erred

by granting summary judgment for Wayne Scott; that Scott was deliberately
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indifferent to his safety and failed to protect him from other prisoners; that prison

officials retaliated against him by assigning him to the garden squad; and that the

district court erred by granting summary judgment without ruling on his motion to

compel production of documentary evidence.

We have reviewed the record and the briefs of the parties and we find no

reversible error regarding the grant of summary judgment.  Accordingly, we affirm

the summary judgment for essentially the reasons relied upon by the district court.1

Thomas has failed to show plain error regarding whether prison officials retaliated

against him when they assigned him to the garden squad.2  The district court did not

abuse its discretion by granting summary judgment without ruling on Thomas’s

discovery request.3  Thomas’s pleadings indicate no genuine issues of material fact.

Finally, because of today’s disposition, Thomas’s request for appointment of

counsel to assist him in discovery is DENIED.

The judgment appealed is AFFIRMED.


