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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.



Larry Henderson, C arence Ford, Fred Mzingo, Abraham WI kes,
Charl es Carpenter, Robert Lin, Neal Price, Horacio Sails, Joseph
HIl, Gegory Wansl ey, Jerem ah Bayl or, Gordon Pack, Raynond Al der -
son, Donal d Scaggs, Jason Hill man, Kendal |l Cunni ngham Appellants
Pro Se. John Joseph Curran, Jr., Attorney Ceneral, Richard Bruce
Rosenbl att, Assistant Attorney General, Baltinore, Maryland, for
Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel | ant s appeal the district court's order denyingrelief on
their 42 U.S.C. 8§ 1983 (1994) conpl ai nts. W have revi ewed the rec-
ord and the district court's opinion and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district court.

Hender son v. Henneberry, Nos. CA-96-493-PJM CA-96-1050-PJM CA-96-

1051- PIM CA-96-1052- PJIM CA- 96- 1053- PJM CA- 96- 1097- PIM CA- 96-
1109- PIM CA-96-1130- PIM CA-96- 1131- PJM CA-96-1132-PJM CA- 96-
1133- PJM CA-96-1134-PJM CA-96-1167-PJM CA-96-1193-PJM CA- 96-
1194- PJM CA-96-1254-PJM (D. Md. July 31, 1996). W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
|y presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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