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PER CURI AM

In these consolidated appeals, Arthur O Arnmstrong appeals a
magi strate judge’'s orders denying | eave to reopen a case and for
summary judgnent and denying a notion for |eave to proceed on ap-
peal in forma pauperis.” W have reviewed the record and the mag-
istrate judge' s orders and find no reversible error. Accordingly,
we deny Arnstrong’s notions for | eave to proceed on appeal in fornma
pauperis and di sm ss the appeal s as frivol ous upon the reasoni ng of

the magi strate judge. See Arnstrong v. City of Greensboro, No. CA-

96-855-2 (MD.N.C. Mar. 29, 2001 & Apr. 30, 2001). W also deny
Arnmstrong’s notions for summary judgnment filed in No. 01-1500. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

" The parties consented to the jurisdiction of a magistrate
judge under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 636(c) (2001).



