UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUI T

No. 03-7005

THOVAS W LLI AM BROWNI NG,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
STEVE HARPER, Metropolitan Drug Enforcenent
Net work Team Police Oficer; MK CRU CKSHANK,
Seni or Trooper,
Def endants - Appel |l ees,
and
KANAWHA COUNTY SHERI FF''S DEPARTMENT; D. G
PAI NTER, Resources O ficer; WST VIRAN A
STATE POLI CE; STATE OF VEST VI RG NI A; ATTORNEY
GENERAL OF THE STATE OF WEST VIRG NI A; COUNTY
OF KANAWHA,

Def endant s.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Southern
District of West Virginia, at Charleston. Charles H Haden 11,
District Judge. (CA-00-619-2)

Submi tt ed: Decenmber 11, 2003 Deci ded: Decenmber 19, 2003

Before NIEMEYER and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Seni or
Circuit Judge.



Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Thomas W Il iam Browni ng, Appellant Pro Se. Theresa Marlene Kirk,
PULLIN, FOMAER & FLANAGAN, P.L.L.C., Charleston, Wst Virginia
M chael Deering Millins, STEPTCE & JOHNSQN, Charleston, West
Virginia, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Thomas Wl iam Browni ng appeals the district court judgnent
and order entering judgnent in favor of the defendants. Browning
filed a conplaint alleging excessive force by two | aw enforcenent
officials during an arrest. After a bench trial, the district court
di sm ssed one defendant as a matter of |aw and t he ot her defendant
on the facts. W affirm

W find the district court did not abuse its discretion
denying the notion for production of transcripts at governnent
expense. Insofar as Browning clains his counsel was ineffective,
the Sixth Amendnent right to effective assistance of counsel does

not apply in civil cases. Sanchez v. United States Postal Service,

785 F.2d 1236, 1237 (5th Cir. 1986).

Accordingly, we affirm the district court’s judgnent. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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