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

No. 97-1002

LAURA D. COOPER,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

JOHN HASTY, Individually and as Director of
the Virgi ni a Departnment of Heal t h Prof essi ons;
EVELYN R FLEM NG, Individually and as Assi s-
tant Attorney Ceneral assigned to advise the
Virginia Departnment of Health Professions;
WARREN W KOONTZ, M D.; KAREN E. KNAPP, MD.;
CHARLES H. CRONDER, JR ; JOSEPH A. LEM NG
M D.; ANTHONY U. MOORE, PAUL M SPECTOR, D. O ;
THOMAS A WASH, MD., Individually and as
Menbers of the Virginia Board of Medicine; THE
VI RG NI A BOARD OF MEDI CI NE, as an i nstrunen-
tality of the Commonweal th of Virginia; GEORGE
ALLEN, as Governor of the Commpbnweal th of Vir-
ginia; U S. DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADM NI STRATI ON,
as an executive agency wthin the United
States Departnent of Justice; SEVEN UNKNOWN
NAMVED AGENTS OF THE UNI TED STATES DRUG EN-
FORCEMENT ADM NI STRATI ON, desi gnat ed herei n as
T, U V, W X, Y, and Z, Individually and as
Oficials of the United States Drug Enforce-
nment Adm ni stration; CLARKE RUSS, MD. ;
THERESA FAHY KASEMAN, D.P. M,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at R chnond. Robert R Merhige, Jr., Senior
District Judge. (CA-96-780)




Submi tted: August 14, 1997 Deci ded: August 20, 1997

Bef ore NIEMEYER, Circuit Judge, and BUTZNER and PHI LLIPS, Senior
Circuit Judges.

Affirmed in part and dism ssed in part by unpublished per curiam
opi ni on.

Laura D. Cooper, Appellant Pro Se. Mary Elizabeth Shea, OFFI CE OF
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRG NIA, Richnond, Virginia; Carlotta
Porter Wells, UNI TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI CE, Washi ngton
D.C., for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM
Appel | ant appeals the district court's order dism ssing her
civil action. The district court found that Appell ant | acked st and-

ing. We find no reversible error. See Allen v. Wight, 468 U S

737, 751 (1984) (party nmust al l ege personal injury fairly traceabl e
to allegedly unlawful conduct). Consequently, we affirmthe dis-
trict court's dism ssal of her action. To the extent Appell ant ap-
peal s the denial of her notion for a tenporary restraining order

we di sm ss the appeal as nobot. We dispense with oral argunent be-
cause the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunent would not aid the

deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED I N PART AND DI SM SSED | N PART




