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PER CURIAM:

Toney A. Schloss and Stuart Schloss appeal the district court’s order denying
relief on their 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (2012) complaint. We have reviewed the record with
regard to Toney Schloss’ claims and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm the
denial of these claims for the reasons stated by the district court. Schloss v. Abey, No.
1:15-cv-01938-JFM (D. Md. Apr. 12, 2016).

The district court denied relief on Stuart Schloss’ sole claim, for intentional
infliction of emotional distress under Maryland law, on two independent grounds: failure
to prove extreme and outrageous conduct, and failure to demonstrate severe emotional
harm. Because Stuart Schloss’ opening brief does not address the second ground for the
district court’s decision, he has abandoned this claim on appeal. See Suarez-Valenzuela
v. Holder, 714 F.3d 241, 248-49 (4th Cir. 2013).

We therefore affirm the district court’s judgment in its entirety. We dispense with
oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before this court and argument would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED



