UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 05-6621
DANTE LI NTQON,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
DAVI D CHEUVRONT, 11, Sergeant; UNKNOAN AGENT -

BALTI MORE POLI CE DEPARTMENT; JEFFREY Sl LK;
ROBERT STANTON, Lieutenant; BALTI MORE PCOLI CE
DEPARTMENT; U.S. DRUG ENFORCEMENT ACGENCY;
UNI TED STATES MARSHALS SERVI CE,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Greenbelt. Richard D. Bennett, District Judge. (CA-
03-99- RDB; CA-03-937- RDB)

Submitted: COctober 20, 2005 Deci ded: October 26, 2005

Bef ore NIEMEYER and SHEDD, Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Dante Linton, Appellant Pro Se. Neal Marcellas Janey, Sr.,
Baltinore, Maryland; Allen F. Loucks, Assistant United States
Attorney, John Walter Sippel, Jr., OFFICE OF THE UN TED STATES
ATTORNEY, Baltinore, Maryland; Mchael Alan Fry, Assistant
Solicitor, BALTIMORE PCLI CE DEPARTMENT, Baltinore, Maryland, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Dante Linton appeals the district court’s order granting
summary judgnment in favor of the federal defendants in his action
seeking return of property under Fed. R Cim P. 41(g).” W have
reviewed the record, including the transcript of the hearing held
on February 28, 2005, and find no reversible error. Accordingly,
we affirm for the reasons stated by the district court at the

hearing. See Linton v. Cheuvront, Nos. CA-03-99- RDB; CA-03-937-RDB

(D. Md. filed Feb. 28, 2005 & entered Mar. 2, 2005). W di spense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materi als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

‘Linton does not challenge on appeal the district court’s

di sposition of the clains against the state defendants. He
t heref ore has wai ved appel |l ate revi ew of any issue rel ated to those
def endant s. See 4th Cr. R 34(b) (“The Court will limt its

review to the issues raised in the informal brief.”).
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