UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCU T

No. 99-7297

RODNEY EUGENE THOMPSON,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus

GUI LFORD COUNTY SHERI FF S DEPARTMENT; JOSEPH

G BURDZY, Deputy Sheriff; DEPARTMENT OF MOTOR

VEHI CLES; W NSTON- SALEM CI TY POLI CE DEPART-

MENT; D. G PROCTOR, Deputy Sheriff; FORSYTH

COUNTY SHERI FF' S DEPARTMENT,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Mddle Dis-
trict of North Carolina, at Durham WIliam L. Osteen, District
Judge. (CA-98-253-1)

Subm tted: April 27, 2000 Deci ded: May 2, 2000

Bef ore NI EMEYER and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Senior Cr-
cuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Rodney Eugene Thonpson, Appellant Pro Se. Susan D. More, COUNTY
ATTORNEY' S OFFI CE, Greensboro, North Carolina; Christine Mrion
Ryan, OFFI CE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF NORTH CARCLI NA, Ral ei gh,
North Carolina; GQusti Wesenfeld Frankel, Allan R G tter, WOVBLE,
CARLYLE, SANDRIDGE & RICE, Wnston-Salem North Carolina, for

Appel | ees.



Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Rodney Eugene Thonpson appeals the district court’s order de-
nying relief on his 42 U.S.C. A § 1983 (West Supp. 1999) conpl aint.
W have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion
accepting the magi strate judge’ s reconmendati on and fi nd no revers-
ible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the dis-

trict court. See Thonpson v. GQuilford County Sheriff’'s Dep’t, No.

CA-98-253-1 (MD.N.C. Aug. 23, 1999). Thonpson’s notion to have
this court review the original record is granted. W deny Thonp-
son’s notion for the appoi ntnent of counsel and deny the notion for
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contenti ons are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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