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PER CURI AM

John Cooke W/ son appeals the district court’s order adopting
the report and recommendation of a nmagistrate judge granting
Appel l ees’ notion for summary judgnent and dismssing WIlson's
action. On appeal, WIson contends that the district court erred
by dism ssing his clains of fraud, perjury, and conspiracy stenmm ng
from a nagazi ne sweepstakes pronotion.” Finding no error, we
affirm

We review an award of sunmary j udgnent de novo. Higgins v. E.

| . Dupont de Nenmours & Co., 863 F.2d 1162, 1167 (4th Cr. 1988).

Summary judgnent is appropriate when "the pl eadi ngs, depositions,
answers to interrogatories, and adm ssions on file, together with
the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to

any material fact and that the noving party is entitled to judgnent

as a matter of law” Fed. R Cv. P. 56(c); Anderson v. Liberty

Lobby, Inc., 477 U.S. 242, 247-49 (1986). |In determ ning whet her

the noving party has shown that there is no genuine issue of
material fact, we assess the factual evidence and all inferences to
be drawn therefromin the light nost favorable to the non-noving

party. 1d. at 255; Smth v. Va. Commpbnwealth Univ., 84 F.3d 672,

675 (4th Gr. 1996).

WIlson raised several other clains in his original
conplaint, but he failed to raise those clains on appeal.
Therefore, he has waived review of those clains. See 4th Cr. R
34(b).



W have reviewed WIlson's clains and find them neritless.
Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See

Wlson v. President, Tinme, Inc., No. CA-00-2293-1-13AK (D.S.C

Dec. 7, 2001). 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 t he deci si onal process.
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