UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCU T

No. 00-1164

JOHN HENRY HAUPT,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AFFAIRS; TOGO WEST,
Secretary, Departnment of Veterans Affairs;
JAMES MAYE, Director, Regional Ofice, Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs; DI ANA WALTON, As-
sistant Director, Regional Ofice, Departnent
of Veterans Affairs; STEVE BAST, Resource
Managenment O ficer, Departnent of Veterans
Affairs; BILL D RKER, President, NFFE Union;
WLLIAM D. HOGAN, Loan CGuaranty O ficer; DON
DENNEHY, Assistant Loan Guaranty Oficer; J.
DAVI D COOLEY, Chief, Loan Service and d ai ns;
M CHAEL J. SUTER, Senior Loan Specialist;
SUSAN  AYERS, Loan  Speci ali st; M CHELLE
CHOVNEC, Loan Specialist; DONNA MOLLI CA, Loan
Speci al i st; CHAI RPERSON OF ADJUSTMENT COWM T-
TEE, Merit Systens Protection Board; CH EF
EXECUTI VE OFFI CER, Goodwi || I ndustries, Tinker
Mount ai n, Roanoke, Virginia, General Services
Adm ni stration Contractor; DOR S FAYE CURRY,
Assi stant Supervisor, Housekeeping, Ceneral
Services Adm nistration Contractor, Goodw ||
I ndustries, Tinker Muntain; JOYCE FLINT,
Housekeeper, General Services Adm nistration
Contractor, Goodw Il Industries,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Wstern
District of Virginia, at Roanoke. Jackson L. Kiser, Senior
District Judge. (CA-99-518-7)



Subm tted: April 13, 2000 Deci ded: April 20, 2000

Before WDENER and WLKINS, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

John Henry Haupt, Appellant Pro Se. John Francis Corcoran, OFFICE
OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Roanoke, Virginia, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

John Henry Haupt appeal s the district court’s order dism ssing
his civil action. W have reviewed the record and the district
court’s opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we af-

firmon the reasoning of the district court. See Haupt v. Depart-

nent of Veterans Affairs, No. CA-99-518-7 (WD. Va. Jan. 4, 2000).

We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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