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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCU T

No. 01-1405

Rl CKY  HAGENBUCH; CATHY  HAGENBUCH, Rl CKY
HAGENBUCH BUI LDI NG CONTRACTOR, | NCORPORATED;
HEALTHFUL LI VI NG,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

ver sus

COVPAQ COVWPUTER CORPORATI ON; SBC COVMUNI CA-
TI ONS, | NCORPORATED, d/b/a Sout hwestern Bell
Tel ephone Conpany; PACIFIC BELL TELEPHONE
COMPANY; SOUTHWESTERN BELL | NTERNET SERVI CES,
| NCORPORATED, d/b/a SBC |Internet Services,
I ncor porated; PACIFI C BELL | NTERNET SERVI CES;
SBC ADVANCED SOCLUTI ONS, | NCORPORATED, al/k/a
ASl ,

Def endants - Appel | ees,
and
AVMERI TECH, | NCORPORATED; DSL TECHNCOLOG ES,
| NCORPCORATED; ASI COWUTER TECHNOLCOG ES,
| NCORPORATED,

Def endant s.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at Alexandria. T.S. Ellis, I'll, Dstrict Judge.
(CA-00-2073-A)

Subm tted: Septenber 28, 2001 Deci ded: Cctober 16, 2001




Before WDENER, LUTTIG and KING G rcuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Stephen R Palnmer, STEPHEN R PALMER, ESQ, P.C., Alexandria
Virginia, for Appellants. Kent A Gardiner, Christopher J. Huber,
James C. Cooper, CRONELL & MORING L.L.P., Washington, D.C.; Emly
M Yinger, Janes S. Rixse, HOGAN & HARTSON, L.L.P., MlLean,
Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel l ants appeal fromthe district court’s order dism ssing
their civil conplaint for failure to state a claimunder Fed. R
Cv. P. 12(b)(6). Qur review of the record included on appeal and
the parties’ briefs discloses noreversible error. Accordingly, we

affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Hagenbuch v. Conpag

Conputer Corp., No. CA-00-2073-A (E.D. Va. filed Feb. 7, 2001

entered Feb. 8, 2001). 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.
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