UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 98-6105

COREY ELMO VEELKER,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

CARL R PEED, CAPTAIN WOOD, Captain, Con-
finement; LI EUTENANT CORCORAN, Lieutenant,
Cl assification; LI EUTENANT BLAI NE, Li eut enant,
Unknown; LI EUTENANT  WHI TLEY, Li eut enant,
Unknown; DEPUTY SCOTT, Post Deputy; DEPUTY
CACHUELA, Post Deputy,

Def endants - Appell ees,

and

OFFI CE OF THE SHERI FF; PERSONNEL OF THE FAI R-
FAX COUNTY ADULT DETENTION & PRERELEASE
CENTER, MAJOR COLAVI TA, Major, PRC, LT. CORNE-
LIUS, Lieutenant, Prograns; KARL HOLSBURG
Cvilian Chaplin; SERGEANT MAI N, DEPUTY HULL;
DOCTOR SUSHI

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Norfolk. Robert G Doumar, Senior District
Judge. (CA-95-1198-2)

Subm tted: June 18, 1998 Decided: July 8, 1998



Bef ore MURNAGHAN and WLKINS, Circuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Corey Elnpb Wel ker, Appellant Pro Se. John J. Brandt, Robert S.
Cori sh, SLENKER, BRANDT, JENNI NGS & JOHNSTON, Merrifield, Virginia,
for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel l ant appeals from the district court's order denying
relief on his 42 U S. C. 8§ 1983 (1994) conplaint. W have revi ened
the record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. Welker v. Peed, No. CA-95-1198-2 (E.D. Va. Dec. 16, 1997).

We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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