UNPUBL | SHED

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

No. 97-6682

CLAY VANCE CONNER,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

OFFlI CER PAULEY; ALLEN STRUCK, O ficer; STEVE
FANNI NG O ficer; BOB ROBERTSON,

Def endants - Appell ees,

and

DAVID L. SM TH; DOCTOR AMONETTE; KERRY
DONNELLY, M D.; CAPTAIN MONTGOVERY; DANNY
CRI GGER; NURSE DOUDDY; JERRY W PAYNE; CARL
PENNI NGTON; L. WHI TE; J. N. LEFFETT; PATTY L.
HUFFMAN;, J. D. TERRY OFFI CER PARR J. L.
STAFFORD;, MELANI E FUNK; DEANNE DOCSS; RUFUS
FLEM NG G WADE, Oficer; OFFICER WALTERS;
MR. HOMRD; MR. CLIFTON; M BARKSDALE; JAMES
HOKE; OFFI CER WH TEHEAD;, OFFI CER FERRELL;
FRANK HARDUCH; SERGEANT W LSON; B. L. JOHNSON;
VAN ROADT; P. L. HANF, Oficer; A D. ROBIN
SON;, ELLIS B. WRIGHT; GARY L. BASS;, J. V.
BEALE; DEPUTY WARDEN A-UNI T; F. SPENCE; CHI EF
OF SECURI TY, Bl and Correctlonal Cent er,
Greeensville CC, A-Unit; OFFICER PARKER;
M CHAEL TIDWELL; D. BROWN, Oficer; J. L.
DODSON, O ficer; MR  MCCATHY; J. HALSEY-
HARRIS; L. G GOODE; S. S. AVENTIT;, G
MCLI NLEY; L. MASON;, HOMRD AKERS, Li eutenant;
E. TAYLOR, Oficer; OFFICER ZALLICOFFER;
LI EUTENANT HEALEY; CARL FLOWERS; A. M JUD
KINS; RICHARD A. YOUNG P. J. RICH VALER E D.
RASHEED;, JAMES A. SM TH;, CORRI NE R ROALETTE;
T. C. BROAN, EDWARD MURRAY; EDWARD C. MORRI S;
PATRI CK GURNEY; LOQUIS B. CElI; G JONES; D.
AHLADA; J. P. MCM LLAN, ROBERT M MCCLEBRY; |I.



P. SMTH, MR LONENHAGER; BALVI R KAPIL, Doc-
tor; JOHN & JANEDCES, M S. B...... LGO....
E. K ; OFFI CER JONES; SERGEANT MORRI LL,

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Di s-
trict of Virginia, at Roanoke. Jackson L. Kiser, Senior District
Judge; den E. Conrad, Magistrate Judge. (CA-94-249-R
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Before WLKINS, N EMEYER, and HAM LTON, G rcuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Cl ay Vance Conner, Appellant Pro Se. Panela Anne Sargent, Assis-
tant Attorney General, Richnond, 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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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 appeals from the district courts order entering
judgnment in favor of Defendants in his 42 U S.C § 1983 (1994)
action. We have reviewed the record, the trial testinony, and the
district court's opinion accepting the nmagistrate judge's recom
mendation and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny

Appel lant's notion for appointnment of counsel and affirm on the

reasoni ng of the district court. Conner v. Smth, No. CA-94-249-R
(WD. Va. May 5, 1997). We dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

Process.
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