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Plaintiffs - Appellants,

ver sus

GRAHAM C. MULLEN; ROBERT D. POTTER;, RI CHARD L.
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WLKINS, JR; PAUL V. NEMYER CLYDE H
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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Di s-
trict of North Carolina, at Charlotte. Lacy H Thornburg, District
Judge. (CA-99-180-T-3)
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Bef ore TRAXLER and KING GCircuit Judges.”

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Eddie Bradford Lee, WIliam Sanford Gadd, Kathy Carol Moore,
Appel l ants Pro Se. Joseph L. Brinkley, OFFI CE OF THE UNI TED STATES
ATTORNEY, Charlotte, North Carolina;, Glbert Steven Rothenberg,
John A. Dudeck, Jr., UN TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, Wash-
ington, D.C ; Frank Lane WII|ianson, Debbie Wston Harden, WOVBLE,
CARLYLE, SANDRIDGE & RICE, Charlotte, North Carolina, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

The opinion is filed by a quorum pursuant to 28 U S. C
8§ 46(d) 1994).



PER CURI AM

Eddie Bradford Lee, WIIliam Sanford Gadd, and Kathy Carol
Moore appeal the district court’s order dismssing their civi
conplaint for failure to state a clai mupon which relief could be
gr ant ed. W have reviewed the record and the district court’s
opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm on

t he reasoning of the district court. See Lee v. Miullen, No. CA-99-

180-T-3 (WD.N.C. Sept. 3, 1999). 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.
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