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PER CURI AM

Dwi ght David Lewis appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his 42 U S.C A § 1983 (West Supp. 2000) conplaint. W
have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and find
no reversible error.” Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of

the district court. See Lewis v. Hicklin, No. CA-00-429-7 (WD

Va. July 17, 2000). W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

process.

AFFI RVED

" Although the district court’s order did not address Lew s’
cl ai m agai nst the “Unknown Court Reporter,” the district court’s
reasoning is equally applicable to the court reporter. Conse-
quently, there is no basis for further adjudication of this matter
unl ess Lewi s can denonstrate the invalidity of his conviction. See
Insinga v. LaBella, 817 F.2d 1469, 1470 (11th G r. 1987); see also
Bankers Trust Co. v. Mallis, 435 U. S. 381, 386-87 (1978) (finding
appellate jurisdiction “to secure the just, speedy, and i nexpensive
determ nation” of the action, provided no detrinment to the par-
ties). W therefore find that despite the district court’s over-
sight, we have jurisdiction over this appeal.




