UNPUBL | SHED

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

No. 96-1584

RAYMOND M VAEI NSTEI N,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

UNI VERSI TY OF SOUTH CAROLI NA; THE BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE UNI VERSI TY OF SOUTH CAROLI NA;
WLLIAM J. HOUSE, individually and in his
official capacity as Dean of the College of
Soci al Sciences and Professions with USC
Ai ken; TRUDY K. HENSON, individually and in
her official capacity as Chair of the Depart-
ment of Sociol ogy with USC A ken; BLANCHE L.
PREMO- HOPKI NS, individually and in her offi-
cial capacity as Vice Chancellor for Academ c
Affairs with USC- A ken; ROBERT E. ALEXANDER,
individually and in his official capacity as
Chancellor with USC- A ken; JOHN M PALMsS,
individually and in his official capacity as
Presi dent of the University of South Carolina,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
South Carolina, at Colunbia. Patrick M chael Duffy, District
Judge. (CA-94-321-3-23BC)

Subm tted: COctober 17, 1996 Deci ded: Cctober 23, 1996

Bef ore MURNAGHAN and W LLI AMS, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Circuit Judge.




Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Raynmond M Weinstein, Appellant Pro Se. Vance J. Bettis, G GNlL-
LI AT, SAVITZ & BETTIS, Colunbia, South Carolina, 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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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 fromthe district court's order adoptingthe
report and reconmendati on of the nmagi strate judge and granti ng sum
mary judgnent in favor of the Defendants on t he grounds that Appel -
lant's clains are barred by the principles of res judicata. W have
reviewed the record and the district court's opinion adopting the
report and recommendation of the mmgistrate judge and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. Winstein v. University of South Carolina, No.

CA-94-321-3-23BC (D.S.C. Mar. 18, 1996). W dispense with oral
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the deci sional process.
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