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PER CURI AM *

In contesting the adverse judgnent on his action against the
United States for damages clained to result from his involuntary
release fromactive mlitary duty, Ronald M Wal ker, a fornmer Arny
GQuard Reserve O ficer, contends that neither the Federal Tort
Clains Act nor the Feres doctrine, see Feres v. United States, 340

U S 135 (1950), preclude a claim for intentional infliction of

"Pursuant to 5TH QR R 47.5, the Court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5THQR R 47.5. 4.



enotional distress resulting fromthe all eged exerci se of personal
vendettas by his Arny superiors against hi m that the
Adm ni strative Procedures Act, 5 U S.C § 701, et seq., required
the district court to determ ne whether adm nistrative findings
were arbitrary and capricious; and that there are material fact
issues regarding his total years of active federal service.

The district court stayed this action while Wal ker exhausted
his extensive adm nistrative renedies. After he did so, the
district court granted the Governnent’s notion to dismss, or in
the alternative, for sunmary judgnent.

Pursuant to our review of the record and the briefs, we find
no reversible error, essentially for the reasons stated by the
district court inits detailed, extrenely conprehensive, and well -
reasoned opinion. See Walker v. United States, No. 93-2728 (E. D
La. Sept. 17, 1998), available at 1998 W. 637360.
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