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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA

MICHAEL YOUNG CIVIL ACTION
VERSUS NO. 17-6329
JAMES LEBLANC, ET AL. SECTION “B”"(4)

ORDER AND REASONS

The plaintiff, Michael Young filed aMotion for Appointment of Counsel (Rec. Doc.
No. 23 in which he requested appointment of counsel to assist him iprthige andin forma
pauperis proceedingpursuantto 42 U.S.C. 8 1983 Young filed suit against the defendants,
Secretary James LeBlanc, Warden Sandy McCain, Warden Robert Tanner, AYSmtden
Keith Bickham, Assistant Warden Beverly Kelly, Colonel Craig KennedypMagff Williams,
Major Tim Crawford, Captain Ronnie Seal, Gina Todd, Amy Stogner, and Officer Hehest
alleging that the defendants have failed to provide him with adequate protectionfer tiando
another facility which has left him prone to both physical and sexual ass#udt BiB. “Sixty”
RayburnCorrectional Center.

OnJuly 19, 2018, the Court issued an OrdBec. Doc. No. 24jor Youngto explain in
writing why he seeks the assistance of counsel and what efforts he made todaoatd on his
own. Youngfiled a Respons€Rec. Doc. No. 26)ndicaing that hecontactedone law firmto
obtain assistance to no availdagainrequestshat counsel be appointed.

A federaldistrict court should only appoint coundet anindigentplaintiff in acivil rights
case if the case presents exceptional circumstaiNmson v. E.U. Dimazana, 122 F.3d 286, 293
(5thCir. 1997). TheCourtcanconsider the followinfactorswhenruling on arequestor counsel
in a § 1983 case: (a) the type and complexity of the case; (b) whether tientnidicapable of

presenting higase adequately; (c) whether he is in a position to investigate his case adequately;
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and(d) whethertheevidencewill consistin largepartof conflictingtestimonysoasto requireskill

in the presentation of evidence and in cresamination.Parker v. Carpenter, 978 F.2d 190, 193

(5th Cir. 1992). Youngs case is not an exceptional one under these factors and presents no
circumstances that would require appointment of counsel.

The issuesn this casearenot complex and Youngas demonstrated his ability more
thanadequatelyunderstand andonvey thedactsof his casewithout assistancef counsel. See
Akasike v. Fitzpatrick, 26 F.3d510, 512 (5th Cir.1994) (counsel should only be appointed under
exceptional circumstances in a civil rights casegalso Wendell v. Asher, 162 F.3d 887 (5th Cir.
1998) (same)Robbins v. Maggio, 750 F.2d 405, 412 (5th Cir. 198%)|mer v. Chancellor, 691
F.2d 209, 2123 (5th Cir. 1982)Hardwick v. Ault, 517 F.2d 295, 298 (5th Cir. 1975While
Youngmaynot be trainedh thelaw, hehasrepeatediglemonstratetheability to expressisfactual
andlegalarguments and to understand the issues involved in his casefil@vgmotionsfor
injunctive relief and seekg review of other ordersTherecordin this case an¥oungs ability
to present his case and understand the proceedings demohstrate a need for tappointment
of counsel under the foregoing precedehtcordingly,

IT IS ORDERED that Grandpre’$lotion for Appointment of Counsel (Rec. Doc. No.

23) is DENIED.

New Orleans, Louisiana, thi8th day oSeptember2018.
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KAREN WELLS R
CHIEF UNITED STATES MAGIS ATE JUDGE




