Filed: June 5, 2002
UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

Nos. 02- 6035(L)
(CA-01-427-MIG CA-01-2918- MIG)

Lewi s Redden,
Petitioner - Appellant,

ver sus

John P. Galley, etc., et al.,

Respondents - Appel | ees.

ORDER

The court anmends its opinion filed May 14, 2002, as foll ows:
On page 3, last line of the opinon -- the case nunber is
corrected to read “No. 02-6190.”

For the Court - By Direction

/s/ Patricia S. Connor
Clerk




UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 02-6035

LEW S REDDEN,

Petitioner - Appellant,

ver sus

JOHN P. GALLEY, Warden; ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR
THE STATE OF MARYLAND,

Respondents - Appel | ees.

No. 02-6190

LEW S REDDEN,

Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
CHARLES F. MADES, Sheriff; PROPERTY CONTROL
OFFI CER, John Doe; PROPERTY OFFI CER, John Doe;
PATROL COMVANDER, John Doe; RANDY W LKI NSON,
First Sergeant,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Marvin J. Garbis, D strict Judge. (CA-01-
427- MIG  CA-01-2918-MIQ



Subm tted: March 21, 2002 Deci ded: May 14, 2002

Before WLKINS, M CHAEL, and KING GCircuit Judges.

No. 02-6035 dism ssed and No. 02-6190 affirnmed by unpublished per
curiam opi ni on.

Lew s Redden, Appellant Pro Se. John Joseph Curran, Jr., Attorney
General, Celia Anderson Davis, OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF
MARYLAND, Baltinore, Maryland; Tracey Brown Dawson, STEPTCE &
JOHNSON, Martinsburg, West Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

In these consolidated cases, Lew s Redden seeks to appeal the
district court’s order denying relief on his petition filed under
28 U.S.C. A 8§ 2254 (West 1994 & Supp. 2001) (No. 02-6035) and the
district court’s order denying relief on his 42 U S. CA § 1983
(West Supp. 2001) conplaint (No. 02-6190). W have reviewed the
records and the district court’s opinions and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, in No. 02-6035, we deny a certificate of
appeal ability and dismss the appeal on the reasoning of the

district court. See Redden v. Galley, No. CA-01-427-MIG (D. M.

Dec. 19, 2001). 1In No. 02-6190, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. See Redden v. Mades, No. CA-01-2918-MIG (D. M.

Jan. 15, 2002). 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 t he deci si onal process.

No. 02-6035 - DI SM SSED

No. 02-6190 - AFFI RMED



