UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 95-6863

ALl  SHAHEED, M nister, Mihanmad Tenple of
Islam No. 24; CURTIS PRICE, |VAN MNALLORY;
TERRANCE HI CKS; RACHVAN FARRAKAN;, M CHAEL
DAVI S,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

and

RAKI M SALAAM EL-AM N; | VAN WOOLFOLK; LARRY
JAMES,

Plaintiffs,

ver sus

ANDREWJ. W NSTON, Sheriff; M CHELLE M TCHELL,
Sheriff-El ect,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at R chnond. Richard L. WIlianms, Senior
District Judge. (CA-93-867-3)

Subm tted: March 31, 1998 Deci ded: August 27, 1998

Bef ore W DENER, N EMEYER, and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.



Sa’ad El-Amn, EL-AMN & CRAWORD, Richnond, Virginia, for
Appel l ants. Sarah Jane Chittom SHUFCORD, RUBI N & G BNEY, Ri chnond,
Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel I ants appeal fromthe district court’s judgnent in favor
of Appellees in their civil rights action alleging violations of
the Free Exercise Clause and the Equal Protection Cause. W
affirm

Because Appel | ants chal l enge only the district court’s factual
findings, and not its application of law, our reviewis limted to

clear error. See Fed. R Cv. P. 52(a); Davis v. Food Lion, 792

F.2d 1274, 1277 (4th Cr. 1986). W conclude that each of the chal -
| enged findings is supported by the record and find no clear error.
W therefore affirmthe district court’s order. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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