UNPUBLI SHED

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

No. 99-2548

| NTERNATI ONAL LONGSHOREMEN' S~ ASSCCI ATI ON,
Local 333, AFL-CIO DOUGAS F. WAGNER, JR ,
individually and in the capacity of President
of International Longshorenen’s Association;
CLIFTON G GRGCSS, individually and in the
capacity of Vice President of International
Longshorenen’ s Associ ati on,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

ver sus

| NTERNATI ONAL LONGSHOREMEN' S ASSOCI ATI ON, AFL-
CIO RICHARD P. HUGHES, JR, individually and
in the capacity of CGeneral International Vice
President, International Longshorenen’ s Asso-
ciation; HORACE T. ALSTON, individually and in
the capacity of International Vice President,
I nternational Longshoremen’s Association; |N
TERNATI ONAL LONGSHOREMEN S ASSOCI ATI ON, Local
2066, AFL-CI O

Def endants - Appel | ees.

STEAMSHI P TRADE ASSCOCI ATI ON  OF BALTI MORE,
I NC. ,

Movant .

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Benson E. Legg, District Judge. (CA-99-
2653- 1)




Subm tted: April 28, 2000 Deci ded: June 6, 2000

Before LUTTIG and KING Circuit Judges, and HAM LTON, Senior Cr-
cuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Joel A, Smith, Travis M Mastroddi, KAHN, SMTH & COLLINS, P.A
Bal ti nore, Maryl and, for Appellants. Ernest L. Mathews, Jr., Rania
V. Sedhom GLEASON & MATHEWS, P.C., New York, New York; James R
Rosenber g, ABATO RUBENSTEIN & ABATO, P.A., Baltinore, Maryland,
for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appel l ant appeals the district court’s order denying its
notion for prelimnary injunction. W have reviewed the record and
the district court’s opinion and find no reversible error. W find
that the district court did not clearly err in finding that Ap-
pellants would not Ilikely suffer irreparable injury during the

course of litigating this action. See Sanpson v. Miurray, 415 U. S

61, 90 (1974). Accordingly, we affirm substantially on the rea-

soning of the district court. See International Longshorenen’s

Ass’'n, Loc. 333, AFL- O v. International Longshorenen’s Ass’'n,

AFL-Cl O No. CA-99-2653 (D. M. Nov. 2, 1999). W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contenti ons are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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