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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95-2500

JIMW W W LLI AVS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE; JI MW A. SMOTHERMON,
Director, Directorate for Retired/ Annuitant Pay,

Def ense Fi nance and Accounting Ofice,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Norfolk. Rebecca B. Smth, District Judge.
(CA-95-353-2)

Submitted: March 21, 1996 Deci ded: April 2, 1996

Bef ore NI EMEYER and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Jimmy W WIlianms, Appellant Pro Se. M chael Anson Rhine, OFFICE
OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Norfolk, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order granting
summary j udgnent to Defendants and di sm ssing without prejudice his
potential clains under the Federal Tort Clains Act, 28 U S.C. 88§
2675(a), 2679(b)(1) (1988), pendi ng exhaustion of his adm nistra-
tive renedi es. W have reviewed the record and the district court's
opi nion and find no reversible error. The district court correctly
determ ned that the nmgjority of the jurisdictional bases al |l eged by
Appel | ant did not apply to his clainms. Further, the court correctly
determ ned that the FTCA cl ai mwas not exhausted. Finally, as the
court noted, to the extend that Appellant sought to raise a claim

under Bivens v. Six Unknown Nanmed Agents of Fed. Bureau of Nar-

cotics, 403 U. S. 388 (1971), his clains were too vague to state a
cause of action. Accordingly, we affirmthe district court's order

We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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