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

No. 99-20346
Summary Cal endar

CURTI S BENNETT,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
vVer sus
CHARLES JANMES,
Def endant - Appel | ee.
Appeal fron1{hé On{téd-s{a{eé ﬁsﬂrict Court
for the Southern District of Texas
USDC No. H- 96- CV- 2648
~January 21, 2000
Bef ore KING Chief Judge, and H GE NBOTHAM and STEWART, Circuit
Judges.
PER CURI AM *
Curtis Bennett appeals the district court’s dismssal of his
42 U.S.C. § 1983 conplaint for failure to state a claim Bennett
all eges that he was sexually assaulted by a corrections officer
in violation of his Eighth Anendnent rights. He asserts that he
does not understand how to cite legal authority, and none is
cited in his brief. Bennett also requests the appoi ntnent of
counsel on appeal.

W review de novo a district court’s dismssal of a civil

rights conplaint under 28 U . S.C. § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii). See Harper

Pursuant to 5THAQR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opi nion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THCQR R 47.5. 4.
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v. Showers, 174 F.3d 716, 718 n.3 (5th Gr. 1999). The district
court did not err in dismssing Bennett’s conplaint for failure
to state a clai mbecause he is seeking nonetary danages, and he
did not allege any physical injury as a result of the incident.
See 42 U.S.C. § 1997e(e); Harper, 174 F.3d at 719; Siglar v.
H ghtower, 112 F.3d 191, 193-94 (5th Gr. 1997). Therefore, the
judgnment of the district court is AFFI RVED

Bennett's notion for the appointnent of counsel is DEN ED as

nmoot .

AFFI RVED; MOTI ON DEN ED.



