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Before: PREGERSON, THOMAS, and PAEZ, Circuit Judges.

John C. Montue, a California state prisoner, appeals pro se from the district 

court’s judgment dismissing his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action for failure to serve the

complaint in a proper manner.  We have jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291.  We

review for an abuse of discretion, Oyama v. Sheehan (In re Sheehan), 253 F.3d
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507, 511 (9th Cir. 2001), and we affirm.

The district court did not abuse its discretion by dismissing the action, after

granting two extensions of time and issuing an order to show cause, because

Montue failed to serve the summonses and complaint in a proper manner, and

failed to show good cause for his failure to do so.  See Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(m)

(requiring service within 120 days after the complaint is filed); In re Sheehan, 253

F.3d at 512-13 (discussing good cause standard); see also Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(c) - (e),

(j) (describing proper methods for service of process). 

The district court did not abuse its discretion by denying Montue’s request

for appointment of counsel because Montue failed to demonstrate exceptional

circumstances.  See Terrell v. Brewer, 935 F.2d 1015, 1017 (9th Cir. 1991).

Montue’s remaining contentions, including those concerning the preliminary

injunction, are unpersuasive. 

Montue’s request for appointment of counsel on appeal, set forth in his

opening brief, is denied.

AFFIRMED.


