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Appeal from the United States District Court for the Western
District of Virginia, at Roanoke. James C. Turk, Senior
District Judge. (7:01-cv-00274-3CT)
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Before TRAXLER, Chief Judge, and GREGORY and SHEDD, Circuit
Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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PER CURIAM:

Elton Lee Williams appeals the district court’s order
denying relief on his claims under the Religious Land Use and
Institutionalized Persons Act, 42 U.S.C. 88 2000cc to 2000cc-5
(2006). We have reviewed the record and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated by the

district court. See Williams v. Angelone, No. 7:01-cv-00274-JCT

(W.D. Vva. fTiled Mar. 23, 2006 & entered Mar. 24, 2006). We
dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal
contentions are adequately presented In the materials before the

court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



