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PER CURI AM

Appel I ant appeal s the district court’s order denying relief on
his 42 U S.C A 8§ 1983 (West Supp. 1999) conplaint.” W have re-
viewed the record and the district’s opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. See Lawence v. Geenville Police Dep’t, No. CA-99-911-6-

20AK (D. S.C. Cct. 13, 1999). W further deny Lawence’s notions to
obtain a transcript at governnent expense, to anend his informal
brief, for appointnment of counsel, and for l|leave to anmend his
conplaint. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" Lawrence states that he is not relying on 8 1983. This does
not affect our disposition of his appeal.



