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

No. 95-2566

TERRA O HARA
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
SERGEANT WESTFALL, Marshall County, West
Virginia, Sheriff Lightner's Sergeant; DEPUTY
PHI LLIPS, WMarshall County, Wst Virginia,
Sheriff Lightner's Deputy,
Def endants - Appell ees,
and
MARSHALL COUNTY, WEST VIRGA N A; SHERI FF
LI GHTNER; MARSHAL L COUNTY SHERI FF' S
DEPARTVENT,

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Northern Dis-
trict of West Virginia, at Weeling. Frederick P. Stanp, Jr.
Chief District Judge. (CA-93-180-5-CV)

Submtted: April 17, 1997 Deci ded: April 24, 1997

Bef ore NI EMEYER and WLLIAMS, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Terra O Hara, Appellant Pro Se. George Monroe Schumann, DI CKIE
MCCAMEY & CHI LCOTE, P.C., Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania; John R Cox,
DI CKI E, MCCAMEY & CHI LCOTE, Wheel i ng, West Virginia, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeal s the district court's order denyingrelief on
his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (1994) conpl aint. W have reviewed the record
and the district court's opinion and find no reversible error. Ac-
cordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. O Hara

v. Westfall, No. CA-93-180-5-CV (N.D.W Va. July 21, 1995). We deny

Appel I ant' s notions for default judgnent, for sanctions agai nst De-
fendant's counsel, to remand case, for appoi ntnent of counsel, "for
A rul e that Defendants - Appel |l ees Show Cause,” for an injunction,
to stri ke Appel |l ees’ pl eadi ngs, "for Decl aratory Judgnent under 28
USC 2201, " "to Disqualify Judge Stanp,” "to construe Titl e and Par -
ties to Appeal ," and to transfer case to district court. W grant
Appellant's notion to expedite the appeal to the extent possible
given the court's busy docket. W di spense with oral argunent be-
cause the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argument would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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