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No. 00-2194

JACOB ROG NSKY, Dr.,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

VERONI CA V. BLAKE; WLLIAM F. OLMSTED, Law
Ofice of AOnmsted & d nsted; MARY  SUE
GREI SMAN, Law O fices of Geisman & Carroll;
PATRI CI A N DRUMWOND, Law Office of Drummpnd &
O Brien; JAMES E. LEWS, Ph.D., Psychol ogy &
Education Associates; THE LAW OFFICE OF
OLMSTED & OLMSTED; THE LAW OFFI CES OF GREI SVAN
& CARRCLL; THE LAW OFFICES OF DRUMVOND &
O BRI EN; PSYCHOLOGY & EDUCATI ON ASSOCI ATES,

Def endants - Appel | ees,
and
AMY J. BRAGUNI ER, Honorable, individually and
in her official capacity; ROBERT C. NALLEY,
Honorable, individually and in his official

capacity; jointly, severally and individually,

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at G eenbelt. Alexander WIllianms, Jr., District Judge.
(CA- 00- 348- AW

Submitted: Decenber 14, 2000 Deci ded: Decenber 19, 2000



Bef ore WDENER, WLKINS, and TRAXLER, GCircuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Jacob Rogi nsky, Appellant Pro Se. WIlliamFranklin d nsted, Edward
W dnsted, LaPlata, Maryland; Jeffrey J. H nes, R chard Wayne
Driscoll, ECCLESTON & WOLF, Washington, D.C; Phillip R Zuber,
Upper Marl boro, Maryl and, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Dr. Jacob Rogi nsky appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his civil conplaint. W have reviewed the record and the
district court’s opinion and find no reversible error. According-

ly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See Roginsky

v. Bl ake, No. CA-00-348-AW(D. Ml. filed Aug. 11; entered Aug. 14,
2000). We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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