UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 98-6166

JACK J. WARREN,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

DAVI D J. MARTAI N, ROGER RHODES; THOVAS BURNS;
JACKSON COUNTY COWM SSI ONERS, the above naned
defendants are sued in both their individual
and official capacity; JACKSON COUNTY SHER-
| FF' S DEPARTMENT; SOUTH CENTRAL REG ONAL JAI L
(Medi cal Departnent); WLLIAM C. DUNCI L, War-
den; ROY VH TE, Executive Medical D rector;
MOOSA KASMET, Medical Doctor; CORRECTI ONAL
MEDI CAL  SERVI CE; ARAMARK; DEPARTMENT OF
CORRECTI ONS,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Southern D s-
trict of West Virginia, at Parkersburg. Charles H Haden Il, Chief
District Judge. (CA-97-481-6)

Subm tted: August 13, 1998 Deci ded: Septenber 1, 1998

Before WDENER and WLKINS, G rcuit Judges, and HALL, Senior
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.



Jack J. Warren, Appellant Pro Se. Paul Reed Cassell, STEPTCE &
JOHNSQN, Charl eston, West Virginia; Chad Marl o Cardi nal, Assistant
Attorney General, Darrell V. McGaw, Jr., OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY
GENERAL OF WEST VIRG@ NIA, Charleston, Wst Virginia; Leslie K
Ki ser, WEST VI RG NI A DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTI ONS, Charl eston, West
Virginia; Mirk Sheridan Brennan, WRI GHT, ROBINSON, OSTH MER &
TATUM Ri chnond, Virginia, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Jack J. Warren appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his 42 U S.C.A § 1983 (West Supp. 1998) conplaint. W
have revi ewed the record and the district court’s opinion accepting
the magi strate judge’ s recomendati on and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district court.

Warren v. Martain, No. CA-97-481-6 (S.D.W Va. Jan. 9, 1998).

Warren’s notion to file a pro se appendix is denied. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



