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

No. 96-6015

RICHARD LAMAR  FENSTERMACHER, LARRY C
MCFARLAND; EDWARD LEE BRAGG, STEVEN VWWHI SENANT,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

ver sus

G P. DODSON; RONALD ANGELONE,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Di s-
trict of Virginia, at Roanoke. Janes C. Turk, D strict Judge.
(M SC-95-46-R)

Submtted: My 16, 1996 Deci ded: June 3, 1996

Bef ore RUSSELL, LUTTIG and WLLIAMS, G rcuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Ri chard Lamar Fensternmacher, Larry C. McFarl and, Edward Lee Bragg,
St even Wi senant, Appellants Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appel | ants appeal from the district court's order denying
their notion for a tenporary restraining order or a prelimnary
I njunction prohibiting the Defendants fromtransferring themfrom
their current correctional institute or from transferring them
withintheinstitute. To the extent that Appel |l ants appeal fromthe

court's denial of a tenporary restraining order, that order is not

appeal able. See Virginia v. Tenneco, Inc., 538 F.2d 1026, 1029-30
(4th Cr. 1976). W have reviewed the record and the district
court's opinion and find no abuse of discretion and no reversible

error. See Direx Israel, Ltd. v. Breakthrough Mdical Corp., 952

F.2d 802, 812-13 (4th Gr. 1991). Accordingly, we affirmon the

reasoni ng of the district court. Fenstermacher v. Dodson, No. M SC

95-46-R (WD. Va. Dec. 15, 1995). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contenti ons are adequately presented in
the material s before the court and argunent woul d not ai d t he deci -

sional process.
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