UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCU T

No. 00-2586

TOMMY RAY COMBS,

Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

ASHE COUNTY HEALTH DEPARTMENT, a group of
def endants consisting of Ashe County Health
Depart ment; MARY ELI ZABETH SM TH, M D., forner
director; CARL TUTTLE, present director; DAN
| EL STALEY; WANDA ELLI OTT, Nurses’ Supervi sor;
JAMES B. HUNT, JR., CGovernor; CHARLES D. REED,
State Pharmacist; H DAVID BRUTON, MD.,
Secretary of Departnent of Health and Human
Services of North Carolina; BETTY CH SLEY, De-
partment of Civil Rights Ofice of DHHS, Wash-
ington, D.C.; MARIE CHRETIEN, Departnent of
Cvil Rights Ofice of DHHS, Washington, D.C ;
RI CHARD BURR, Congressman; KATY B MANSHI P,
Aid; JOHN MARSH, Ashe County Comm ssioners;
LEE MCM LLAN, Ashe County Comm ssioner; LARRY
RHODES, Ashe County Commi ssioner; DWGHT
SHEPHERD, Ashe County Comm ssioner; Rl CHARD
CALHOUN, Ashe County Comm ssioner; LEGAL
SERVICES OF THE BLUE RIDGE; LAURA DAVIS,
At t or ney,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Dis-
trict of North Carolina, at Statesville. Richard L. Voorhees, Dis-
trict Judge. (CA-00-100-5-V)

Submitted: March 22, 2001 Deci ded: WMarch 27, 2001




Before WLKINS, LUTTIG and M CHAEL, G rcuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Tomry Ray Conbs, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Tomry Ray Conbs appeals the district court’s order dism ssing
his civil action as frivolous, for failure to state a claim and as
barred by res judicata. W have reviewed the record and the dis-
trict court’s opinion accepting the nagistrate judge s recomen-
dation to dismss the conplaint and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See

Conbs v. Ashe County Health Dep’t, No. CA-00-100-5-V (WD.N C. Nov.

13, 2000). W further deny Conb’s notion for the appointnent of
counsel . W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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