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ANTHONY EUGENE BAI LEY,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
Ver sus
DOCTOR FREUND, Medical Agent of the Richnond
Gty Jail; LI EUTENANT WOMACK, Assi stant Super -

visor, Medical Agent of the Richnond City
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Norfolk. Robert G Doumar, Senior District
Judge. (CA-97-924-2)

Subm tted: February 24, 2000 Deci ded: WMarch 3, 2000

Before MOTZ and KING G rcuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Senior G rcuit
Judge.




Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Ant hony Eugene Bailey, Appellant Pro Se. Chandra Dore Lantz,
H RSCHLER, FLEI SCHER, WEI NBERG COX & ALLEN, Ri chnond, Virgini a;
El i zabeth Stanulis Skilling, HARVAN, CLAYTOR, CORRI GAN & VELLMAN,
Ri chnond, Virginia; Carlyl e Randol ph Wnbi sh, 111, SANDS, ANDERSON,
MARKS & M LLER, Richnond, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Ant hony Eugene Bail ey appeals fromthe district court’s order
denying relief on his 42 U S C A § 1983 (Wst Supp. 1999) com
pl ai nt. We have reviewed the record and the district court’s
opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm on

the reasoning of the district court. See Bailey v. Freund, No. CA-

97-924-2 (E.D. Va. Sept. 29, 1999). W deny Bailey's notion for
appoi nt ment of counsel and di spense with oral argunent because the
facts and |l egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

process.
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