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JOHNNI E LANG EDWARDS, a/ k/a Sanuel Jones,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

vVer sus

MEVERA E. OBERNDORI, individually and in her
official capacity as Myor of the Cty of
Virginia Beach; A M JACOCKS, JR ,
individually and in his capacity as Chief of
Pol i ce of the Virginia Beach Pol i ce
Departnent; SCOIT E. WCHTENDAHL, in his
of ficial capacity as Police Oficer in and for
the Virginia Beach Police Departnent; R LAMSB,
in his official capacity as Police Oficer in
and for the Virginia Beach Police Departnent;
PAUL LANTEIGNE, individually and in his
official capacity as Sheriff of the Virginia
Beach Correctional Department - Jail; ROBERT
J. MCCABE, individually and in his official
capacity as Sheri f f of t he Nor f ol k
Correctional Departnment - Jail; RICHARD D.
HOLCOWB, individually and in his capacity as
Comm ssioner of the Virginia Departnent of
Mot or Vehi cl es,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at Norfolk. Janes E. Bradberry, Mgistrate
Judge. (CA-02-347-2)

Submitted: My 19, 2003 Deci ded: May 28, 2003




Bef ore W DENER, W LKINSON, and MOTZ, G rcuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Johnni e Lang Edwards, Appellant Pro Se. Leslie Louis Lilley,
Ki nberly Rouse Essendel ft, CITY ATTORNEY' S OFFI CE, Virgi ni a Beach,
Virginia, Samuel Lawence Dunville, NORRIS & ST. CLAIR P.C,
Virginia Beach, Virginia, Eric Karl Gould Fiske, OFFICE OF THE
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRGA NIA, Richnond, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Johnni e Lang Edwards appeals the magistrate judge' s order
denying relief on his 42 U S.C. § 1983 (2000) conplaint.” W have
reviewed the record and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we
affirm for the reasons stated by the nmgistrate judge. See

Edwards v. Oberndori, No. CA-02-347-2 (E.D. Va. Feb. 6, 2003). W

di spense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" The parties consented to the exercise of jurisdiction by the
magi strate judge pursuant to 28 U S.C. 8§ 636(c) (2000).
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