UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 05-1035

ALBERT M HARGROVE,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

DOCTOR DETLEF  STEI NER, individually and
professionally, C arendon National |nsurance
Conpany; M DWESTERN | NSURANCE  ALLI ANCE,
| NCORPORATED; CATHY ANN NEW i ndividually and
prof essional ly, Mdwestern | nsurance Al liance,
| ncorporated; NORMAN E. RISEN, individually

and professionally, M dwestern | nsurance
Al liance, | ncor por at ed; BATTS TEMPORARY
SERVI CE, | NCORPORATED, a/k/a Labor Works
Sour ce, | ncor por at ed; CLARENDON  NATI ONAL

| NSURANCE ~ COVPANY; THE CLARENDON  GROUP,
Cl arendon Nati onal |nsurance Conpany, Redl and
| nsur ance Conpany, Harbor Speciality I nsurance
Conpany; HANNOVER LI FE REASSURANCE COWVPANY OF
AMERI CA; HANNOVER RUCKVERSI| CHERUNGS-
AKTI ENGESELL- SCHAFT; GEORGE T. GLENN, Deputy
Conmi ssi oner, i ndi vi dual and of ficial
capacity, and the North Carolina Industrial
Comm ssion by and through the North Carolina
Depart nment of Conmer ce; BUCK  LATTI MORE,
i ndi vi dual and official capacity and the North
Carolina Industrial Comm ssion by and through
the North Carolina Departnent of Comrerce,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of North Carolina, at Raleigh. Louise W Flanagan, Chief
District Judge. (CA-04-304-5-FL)




Subm tt ed: March 24, 205 Deci ded: March 31, 2005

Bef ore W DENER and GREGORY, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Al bert M Hargrove, Appellant Pro Se. Jenni fer Susan Jerzak,
HEDRI CK, EATMAN, GARDNER AND KI NCHELOE, Ral eigh, North Carolina;
Perry O evel and Henson, Jr., HENSON & HENSON, L.L.P., G eensboro,
North Carolina; Robert Thomas Hargett, NORTH CAROLI NA DEPARTMENT OF
JUSTI CE, Raleigh, North Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Al bert Hargrove appeals the district court’s order
denying relief on his conplaint alleging violations of state and
federal law in connection with the denial of his claimfor state
wor kers’ conpensation benefits. W have reviewed the record and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning

of the district court. See Hargrove v. Steiner, No. CA-04-304-5-FL

(E.D.N.C. Dec. 23, 2004). W further deny Hargrove's notion for a
certificate of appealability pursuant to 28 U S. C. 8§ 2553(c) as
unnecessary to this appeal. W dispense with oral argunment because
the facts and |legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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