UNPUBL | SHED

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

No. 96-6300

MAYFI ELD BEAURAGUARD HOPE,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
LEVESTER THOWPSON, Doctor; BRENDA ARCHER,
Regi stered Nurse, Individually and in their
of ficial capacities,
Def endants - Appell ees,
and
STATE OF VIRGA NI A; VI RG NI A DEPARTMVENT OF COR-
RECTI ONS; RI CHARD A. YOUNG Regi onal Admi ni s-
trator; RUFUS FLEM NG Warden,

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Richnond. David G Lowe, Mgistrate Judge.
(CA-95-80)

Submtted: My 16, 1996 Deci ded: June 6, 1996

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

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Mayfi el d Beaur aguard Hope, Appellant Pro Se. Anthony John Trenga,
Thomas Charles Junker, Bijan G |anshah, HAZEL & THOVAS, P.C.,
Al exandria, Virginia, Mark Ral ph Davis, OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY
GENERAL OF VIRG NI A, Richnond, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Mayfi el d Beauraguard Hope filed a conplaint under 42 U. S. C
§ 1983 (1988), claimng that he received i nadequate nedi cal care.
The magi strate judge conducted a bench trial and granted judgnent
I n Appellees' favor for the reasons stated fromthe bench. Hope
appeal s fromthe magistrate judge's order.” We have reviewed the
record and the magi strate judge's statenents fromthe bench. The
magi strate judge properly found that Hope failed to show that
Appel | ees acted wth deliberate indifferenceto his serious nedical

needs. See Estelle v. Ganble, 429 U. S. 97, 104 (1976). Accordingly,

we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Hope v. Virginia,

No. CA-95-80 (E.D. Va. Feb. 7, 1996). W dispense with oral argu-
ment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately pre-
sented inthe materi al s before the court and argunent woul d not aid

t he deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED

This case was decided by a mmgistrate judge exercising
jurisdiction upon consent of the parties under 28 U S C A
§ 636(c) (1) (West 1993).



