UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 97-7693

VWALLACE M TCHELL,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

RICHARD A. LANHAM SR.; THOVAS CORCORAN; J.
SW VEL, Case Manager; WLLIAMO FILBERT, JR ;
CAPTAIN  MOORE; CAPTAIN TOBASH, CYNTHI A
SI MMONS, Case Manager; KENNETH OLI VER, Correc-
tional Oficer; L. MACK, Disciplinary Hearing
O ficer; RONALD SI NGLETARY, Correction CGuard,
D. SMTH, Sergeant, in their personal and pro-
fessional capacities; STATE OF MARYLAND; DI VI -
SION OF CORRECTIQON, D. MATTHEWS, O ficer, in
her personal and professional capacity,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Benson E. Legg, District Judge. (CA-96-
3182-1)

Subm tted: Cctober 20, 1998 Deci ded: Novenber 3, 1998

Before WLKINS and HAM LTON, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.



Wal |l ace Mtchell, Appellant Pro Se. John Joseph Curran, Jr., At-
torney General, Toni-Jean Lisa, Gdoria Selena WIson-Shelton,
OFFI CE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF MARYLAND, Baltinmore, Maryl and,
for Appel |l 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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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 denying relief on
his 42 US. C 8§ 1983 (West Supp. 1998) conplaint and district
court’s order denying Appellant’s notion for reconsideration. W
have reviewed the record and the district court's opinion and find
no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoni ng of the

district court. Mtchell v. Lanham No. CA-96-3182-L (D. M. Cct.

9 & Nov. 10, 1997). We deny Appellant’s “Mdtion for a Ruling on the
Non- cont est ed Appeal” because the Appellees were not required to

file an appellate brief. See generally 4th Cr. Local R 34(b). W

di spense wi th oral argunment because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



