UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 98-1069

BRADLEY BERRY; DONNA  DAVID ELLI OIT, as
Adm nistratrix of the estate of Charles
Elliott; LOUS FETHERVAN, HOPE RAM REZ, per-
sonal representative of the estate of Martin
Lunbert and sole surviving heir; MJSTAFAH
MANNSUR; KEVIN M LLER, JOHN RODRI GUEZ; JIM
ROOCS; RANDALL SCHARMEN; ROBERT SETTLE; LETICI A
FETHERVAN, MARGARET ANN MANNSUR; SONDRA SETTLE
SORRENDI NG,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

ver sus

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,

Def endant - Appell ee.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of North Carolina, at Raleigh. Terrence W Boyle, Chief
District Judge. (CA-96-1057-5-3-BO

Subm tted: Septenber 29, 1998 Deci ded: Cctober 20, 1998

Bef ore WLKINS, HAM LTON, and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Haral E. Carlin, Richard B. dazier, BEAVER, HOLT, RI CHARDSON,
STERNLI CHT, BURCGE & GLAZIER, P.A , Fayetteville, North Carolina,
for Appellants. Janice MKenzie Cole, United States Attorney, R
A. Renfer, Jr., Assistant United States Attorney, Anne M Hayes,
Assistant United States Attorney, Raleigh, North Carolina, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel | ants appeal the district court’s order granting the
Appel l ee’s notion to dismss. W have reviewed the record and the
district court’s opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly,

we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Berry v. United

States, CA-96-1057-5-3-BO (E.D.N.C. Dec. 16, 1997). W di spense
with oral argunent because the facts and |legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and ar gunent
woul d not aid the decisional process. Thus, Appellee’s notion to

submt the case on briefs without oral argunent is denied as noot.
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