Filed: February 17, 1999
UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

Nos. 98-2392(L)
(CA-97-1534- A, CA-97-1859- A)

Bryant C. Brooks,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

Burlington Coat Factory, etc., et al,

Def endants - Appell ees.

ORDER

The court anends its opinion filed Decenmber 30, 1998, as
foll ows:

On page 2, section 1, line 2 -- the judge’s nane i s corrected
to read "Theresa Carroll Buchanan, Magi strate Judge."

For the Court - By Direction

/sl Patricia S. Connor
Clerk




UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 98-2392

BRYANT C. BROCKS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
BURLI NGTON COAT FACTORY WAREHOUSE OF STERLI NG
PARK, | NCORPORATED, TYRONE E. G BSON, Manager,
Burlington Coat Factory; CHARLES E. HAYES,
JR., Security, Burlington Coat Factory; MONRCE
M LSTEI N,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

No. 98-2402

BRYANT C. BROCKS,
Plaintiff - Appellant,
ver sus
TYRONE E. G BSON, WManager, Burlington Coat
Factory; CHARLES E. HAYES, JR, Security,
Burlington Coat Factory; MONROE M LSTEI N,

Def endants - Appel | ees.



Appeals fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Alexandria. Theresa Carroll Buchanan, Mgi s-
trate Judge. (CA-97-1534-A, CA-97-1859-A)

Submitted: Decenber 17, 1998 Deci ded: Decenber 30, 1998

Bef ore WLKINS, N EMEYER, and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Bryant C. Brooks, Appellant Pro Se. Joy Cunm ngs Fuhr, Kinberly
Rose Hi | | man, MCGUI RE, WOODS, BATTLE & BOOTHE, Ri chnond, Virginia,
for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Bryant C. Brooks appeals the district court’s orders granting
summary judgnment to the Defendants and dismssing his civil
actions. W have reviewed the records and the district court’s
opi ni ons and orders and find no reversible errors. Accordingly, we

affirm on the reasoning of the district court. See Brooks v.

Burlington Coat Factory, Nos. CA-97-1534-A; CA-97-1859-A (E.D. Va.

Jul. 17, 1998 & Jul. 23, 1998). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED



