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

No. 98-2608

JOHN J. “SWARTZ” TRENT,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

COMVONVEALTH OF VI RG NI A

Def endant - Appell ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Di s-
trict of Virginia, at Lynchburg. Norman K. Moon, District Judge.
(CA-98-72-1)

Subm tted: Decenber 15, 1998 Deci ded: January 15, 1999

Bef ore HAM LTON and MOTZ, GCircuit Judges, and HALL, Senior G rcuit
Judge.

Affirmed in part and dismssed in part by unpublished per curiam
opi ni on.

John J. Trent, Appellant Pro Se. Janes Walter Hopper, OFFICE OF
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRG NI A, Ri chnond, Virginia, for Appell ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

John J. “Swartz” Trent appeals the district court’s orders
dism ssing as frivolous his claim for noney danmages against the
State of Virginia and denying injunctive relief. W have revi ewed
the record and the district court’s order dismssing his claimfor
noney damages as frivolous and find no reversible error. Accord-
ingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See Trent

v. Virginia, No. CA-98-72-L (WD. Va. Cct. 15, 1998). Because the

injunctive relief Trent sought is no | onger available, we dismss
as noot his appeal fromthe district court’s order denying the in-

junction. See Valley Forge Christian College v. Anericans United

for Separation of Church & State, Inc., 454 U S. 464, 472 (1982)

(requirenment for actual controversy is injury capable of being re-
dressed by favorabl e deci si on agai nst defendant). W deny Trent’s
notion to assign another district court judge. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED | N PART, DI SM SSED | N PART




