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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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PER CURI AM

Appel | ants appeal the district court's order granting sunmary
judgnment in their breach of contract action. W have revi ewed the
record and the district court's opinions and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. Hart v. Elder, No. CA-96-2414-WN (D. M. Jan. 7, 1998).

Appel l ants were not entitled to a jury trial because their clains
were properly decided by the district court on summary judgnent.
Al so, Appellants failed to raise their defamation clai mbefore the
district court, and the claimnmay not be raised before this court

for the first tine on appeal. See Spencer v. Mirray, 5 F.3d 758,

762 (4th Cir. 1993). Simlarly, we decline to review Appell ants’
request for relief for their children and nei ghbors because these
peopl e were not parties to the conplaint. Finally, we deny Appel -
| ant s Omi bus Motion seeki ng a stay of proceedings inthe district
court. We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | ega
contentions are adequately presented in the naterials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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