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Kirkl and Correctional | nstitute; CAPTAI N
JACKSON, Captain over other Security Staff at
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LEY, Nurse, Maxinmum Security Unit, Kirkland
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DOCTOR NEAL, Physician, Kirkland Correctional
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Sergeant, Kirkland Correctional Institute; B.
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DWAYNE WALKER, Correctional Oficer, Kirkland
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VAUGHN JACKSON, Captain; LI EUTENANT MARTI N,
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Geenville. G Ross Anderson, Jr., District
Judge. (CA-93-896-6- 3AK, CA-93-909-6- 3AK, CA-93-2158-6- 3AK, CA-93-
2159- 6- 3AK, CA-94-247-6- 3AK)
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Bef ore RUSSELL, LUTTIG and WLLIAMS, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

M chael Wayne Mont gonery, Appellant Pro Se. W1l liamHenry Davi dson,
1, Andrew Frederi ck Li ndemann, Elizabet h Krawcheck Rodgers, ELLI S,
LAWHORNE, DAVIDSON & SIMS, P.A., Colunbia, South Carolina, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order denying re-
lief on his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (1988) conpl ai nt. W have revi ewed t he
record and the district court's opinion accepting the magistrate
judge's recommendation and find no reversible error. Accordingly,

we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Montgonery V.

Bessi nger, Nos. CA-93-896-6- 3AK; CA- 93- 909- 6- 3AK; CA-93-2158-6- 3AK
CA- 2159- 6- 3AK; CA-94-247-6-3AK (D. S.C. Dec. 6, 1995). We dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented inthe nmateri als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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