UNPUBL | SHED

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

No. 96-2396
RUDOLPH S. PAPESH,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
R REX BROOKSHI RE, I1, Maryland Wrker's Com

pensation Comm ssion Director of Adm nistra-
tion; CHARLES J. KRYSI AK, Maryland Wrker's
Conpensati on Conmm ssion Chairman; STEPHEN
ROSENBAUM  Maryl and Worker's Conpensati on
Comm ssion Conmi ssioner; MELVIN H RSHVAN,
Attorney Gievance Conm ssion of Maryl and Bar
Counsel; WLLIAM B. BOKEL, JR., Insurance
Fraud Unit Corporal-MP; THOVAS V. MKE
M LLER, JR , President, Senate of Maryland;
W LLI AM DONALD SCHAEFER, Past Governor; STATE
OF MARYLAND,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Wlliam M Nickerson, District Judge.
( CA- 95-1984- WWN)

Submtted: February 13, 1997 Deci ded: February 25, 1997

Bef ore W DENER and HAM LTON, Circuit Judges, and BUTZNER, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Rudol ph S. Papesh, Appellant Pro Se. Lucy Adans Cardwel |, OFFI CE
OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF MARYLAND, Baltinore, Maryland, for
Appel | 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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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 granting Defen-
dants' notion to dismss his civil action in which he sought
damages for alleged constitutional violations in the course of
wor kers' conpensati on proceedi ngs. W have revi ewed the record and
the district court's opinion and find no reversible error. Accord-
ingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Papesh v.
Brookshire, No. CA-95-1984-WWN (D. Md. Sept. 3, 1996). We di spense

with oral argument because the facts and |legal contentions are
adequately presented inthe materials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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