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

No. 97-1281

DAVI D L. BRI GHT,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

NCORSHI PCO,  NORFCOLK SHI PBUI LDI NG & DRYDOCK
CORPORATI ON,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Norfol k. Robert G Doumar, Senior District
Judge. (CA-96-985-2)

Submitted: January 15, 1998 Deci ded: January 26, 1998

Bef ore MURNAGHAN and LUTTIG Gircuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

David L. Bright, Appellant Pro Se. Ronda Lynn Brown, Thomas M chael
Lucas, VANDEVENTER, BLACK, MEREDI TH & MARTI N, Norfolk, Virginia,
for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeal s the district court's order dismssing his
conpl ai nt cl ai m ng enpl oynent di scrim nation, wongful term nation,
and intentional inflictionof enotional distress. W have revi ewed
the district court's opinion and find no reversible error. Accord-
ingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Bright v.
Nor shi pco, No. CA-96-985-2 (E.D. Va. Jan. 29, 1997). Further, we
decline to address cl ai ns rai sed by Appellant for the first tinme on

appeal . See Singleton v. Wil ff, 428 U S. 106, 120 (1976); Bakker v.

G utman, 942 F.2d 236, 242 (4th Cr. 1991). W di spense with oral
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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