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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Walter S. Lovell appeals the district court’s orders: (1) dis-
m ssing Lovell’s clains as to Defendant Pearson; and (2) denying
Lovell’s notion for | eave to anend and granti ng summary judgnent to
Def endant Barns® on Lovell’'s clains filed pursuant to 42 U S.C A
§ 1983 (West Supp. 2000). We have reviewed the record and the dis-
trict court’s opinions and find no reversible error. Accordingly,

we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. See Lovell v.

Barns, Nos. CA-98-359-AM (E.D. Va., filed Sept. 9, 1999 & Mar. 2,
2000, entered Sept. 10, 1999 & Mar. 3, 2000). See Fed. R Cv. P.
58, 79(a). W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" This Defendant’s nane is spelled Barns in sone parts of the
record and Barnes in other parts of the record.



