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

No. 99-31269
(Summary Cal endar)

NOLAN HUDSON, Jr.,
Pl ai ntiff-Appellant,
ver sus

CHARLES C. FOTl, Sheriff,
O | eans Parish Prison,

Def endant - Appel | ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Louisiana
(99- CV- 2445- Q)
 September 1, 2000
Bef ore H G3 NBOTHAM W ENER, and BARKSDALE, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM *

Plaintiff-Appellant Nolan Hudson, Jr., Louisiana state
prisoner # 901750, argues that the district court erred in granting
the defendant’s notion for sunmary judgnment and dism ssing his 42
U S.C. 8§ 1983 conpl aint.

The district court dismssed the conplaint based on Hudson’s
failure to oppose the defendant’s assertion that Hudson had fail ed

to exhaust his prison adm nistrative renedi es pursuant to 42 U. S. C

8§ 1997e. Hudson has not chal |l enged the district court’s dism ssal

Pursuant to 5THCGR R 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that this opinion should not be published and is not precedent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 5TH QR
R 47.5. 4.



of his conplaint based on his failure to exhaust his admnistrative
remedi es. Thus, he has abandoned that di spositive i ssue on appeal.

See Brinkmann v. Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 (5th Cr. 1987).

Further, in connection with his accident, Hudson has not
al l eged any personal wongdoing on the part of Sheriff Foti.
Therefore, his conplaint is also subject to dism ssal based on a
failure to state an arguable claim against the only naned

def endant . See Thonpson v. Steele, 709 F.2d 381, 382 (5th Gr.

1983); Bickford v. International Speedway Corp., 654 F.2d 1028, 131
(5th Gr. 1981). The district court’s dism ssal of the conplaint
i s AFFI RMVED.

Hudson has failed to show exceptional circunstances that
warrant the appointnent of counsel. Hudson’s notion for the

appoi ntment of counsel is DEN ED. See Uner v. Chancellor, 691

F.2d 209, 212 (5th Cr. 1982).
AFFI RVED.
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