UNPUBL | SHED

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

No. 95-2622

JOHN R MCI NTYRE, RUTH E. MCI NTYRE,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

Ver sus

ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE COWONWEALTH OF
VI RA NI A; CHAI RVAN, LOUDOUN COUNTY BOARD OF
SUPERVI SORS (CGeorge Burton); CIRCU T COURT OF
VIRANNA FOR LOUDOUN COUNTY (Judge J. H.
Chanblin); RICHARD KIRK, Clerk of the Court,
Circuit Court of Virginia for Loudoun County;
SUPREME COURT OF VIRGANA; F&M  BANK-
W NCHESTER,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at Alexandria. T. S. Ellis, IIl, District
Judge. (CA-95-764-A)

Subm tted: Novenber 30, 1995 Deci ded: January 29, 1996

Bef ore MURNAGHAN, WLKINS, and LUTTIG Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

John R Mcintyre, Ruth E. Mcintyre, Appellants Pro Se. Rita Marie
Sanpson, OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRG NIA, Ri chnond,
Virginia; John Thomas Burch, Jr., MALONEY & BURCH, Washi ngton,
D.C.; Henry Edmunds Coleman, 1I11, BRYAN & COLEMAN, P.L.C.,
W nchester, Virginia, for Appell ees.







Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel l ants appeal from the district court's order denying
relief ontheir 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (1988) conpl aint. W have revi ewed
the record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we deny the notion to dism ss the appeal, and

affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Mclntyre v. Attorney

Gen., No. CA-95-764-A (E.D. Va. August 11, 1995). We di spense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent would
not aid the decisional process. W deny the notions of Appellees
Kirk and t he Chai rman of the Loudoun County Board of Supervisors to

di sm ss them as parties.
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