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INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Eulandas J. Flowers, No. CV-14-08184-PCT-JAT (ESW)
Plaintiff, ORDER

V.

Sandra Lawrence, et al.,

Defendants.

Pending before the Couit Plaintiff's Motion for thke Appointmentof Counsel
(Doc. 15) and Memorandum of Law iSupport of Plantiff's [sic] Motion for
Appointment of Counsel (Doc. L@iled January 20, 2015. Piaiff asserts that his case
in complex, his ability to conduct discoveand research is limited by his incarceratic
and segregation, credibility wile an issue regarding the vasses, Plaintiff is indigent,
and Plaintiff is not trained in the law. dtiff additionally has filed a Declaration i
Support of Plantiff's [sic] Motion foAppointment of Counsel (Doc. 17).

There is no constitutional right to thepmmtment of counsel in a civil cas&ee
Johnson v. U.S. Dep'’t of Treasur§39 F.2d 820, 824 (9th Cir. 1991yey v. Bd of
Regents of the Univ. of Alask@73 F.2d 266, 269 (9th ICi1982). “However, a court
may under ‘exceptional circumstances’ ajppocounsel for indjent civil litigants
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1915(e)(1)Palmer v. Valdez560 F.3d 965, 970 (9th Cir
2009) (quotingAgyeman v. Coors. Corp. of AM390 F.3d 1101, 110®th Cir. 2004)).
“When determining whether ‘exceptional circuarstes’ exist, a court must consider ‘th

likelihood of success otine merits as well as the ability tife [plaintiff] to articulate his
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claimspro sein light of the complexity othe legal issues involved”Palmer, 560 F.3d
at 970 (quotingVeygandt v. Logk718 F.2d 952, 954 (9th Cir. 19833ge also Terrell v.

Brewer, 935 F.2d 1015, 1017 (9t@ir. 1991). “Neither ofthese considerations i$

dispositive and instead must be viewed togethelPalmer 560 F3.d at 970 (citing
Wilborn v. Escalderon789 F.2d 1328, 133Bth Cir. 1986)).

Having considered both elements, R has not show that exceptional
circumstances are present that would requiee @ppointment of counsel in this cas
Plaintiff has not demonstratedlikelihood of succgs on the merits at this early stage

the case, nor has he shown thatis experiencindifficulty in litigating this case becauss

of the complexity of the issuasvolved. Plaintiff'sfilings with the Court, as well as the

instant motion, indicate that Plaintiff isapable of navigating his proceedings a
presenting argument® the Court. See Wilborn 789 F.2d at 1331 (“If all that wag
required to establish succeddf the complexity of tb relevant issues was
demonstration of the need fdevelopment of further factgractically all cases would
involve complex legal issugs. Plaintiff is in no different position that mangro se
prisoner litigants. Having failed to shothiat exceptional circuntences are present
Plaintiff's request for appointment obunsel will be denied. Accordingly,

IT IS ORDERED that Platiff's Motion for the Appontment of Counsel (Doc.
15) is denied.

Dated this 3rd day of February, 2015.

Honorable Eken S. Willett
United States Mgistrate Jude
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