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PER CURIAM.

Andrew Williams appeals the judgment the District Court® entered upon ajury
verdict in favor of the Arkansas Department of Correction (ADC) in his employment
discrimination case. After reviewing therecord, we concludethe District Court did not
abuse its discretion in denying Williams's motion for default judgment because the
origina defendants had filed amotion to dismissand their answer was not yet due. See
Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(a)(4)(A); Harrisv. St. L ouis Police Dep't, 164 F.3d 1085, 1086 (8th
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Cir. 1998) (per curiam) (standard of review). Nor did the District Court abuse its
discretion by finding the ADC had not “failed to respond” to adiscovery request, and
thus denying Williams' smotion for summary judgment; or by later ruling that the ADC
had complied with an order granting Williams's motion to compel discovery. See
Credit Lyonnais, S.A. v. SGC Int'l, Inc., 160 F.3d 428, 430 (8th Cir. 1998) (appeals
court reviews district court’s application of discovery rules for abuse of discretion).
Finally, we see no abuse of discretion in the District Court’s denial of appointed
counsel’s motion to withdraw, which Williams had opposed; or in the denia of
Williams smotionto act asco-counsdl, cf. United Statesv. Einfeldt, 138 F.3d 373, 378
(8th Cir.) (district court has discretion to provide standby counsel for criminal
defendant), cert. denied, 525 U.S. 851 (1998); United States v. Brown, No. 95-1616,
1995 WL 732803, at *3 (8th Cir. Dec. 12, 1995) (unpublished per curiam) (criminal
defendant does not have constitutional right to act as co-counsel), cert. denied, 517
U.S. 1174 (1996).

Accordingly, we affirm the judgment of the District Court. See 8th Cir. R. 47B.
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