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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 01-1627

PERNELL W LKINS; SOLLI E W LKI NS,
Plaintiffs - Appellants,

ver sus

CYNTH A S. W LKI NS,

Def endant - Appell ee,

and

M CHAEL D. W LKI NS,
Party in Interest,

and

SHERVAN B. LUBNAN,

Tr ust ee.

No. 01-1851

PERNELL W LKINS; SOLLI E W LKI NS,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

and



M CHAEL D. W LKI NS,
Party in Interest - Appellant,

ver sus

CYNTH A S. W LKI NS,
Def endant - Appell ee,

and

SHERMVAN B. LUBNMAN,

Trustee - Appell ee.

Appeals fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at R chnond. Robert E. Payne, District Judge.
(CA-98-135, BK-95-33189)

Subm tted: Septenber 25, 2001 Deci ded: Cctober 23, 2001

Before WLKINS, WLLIAMS, and GREGORY, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Pernell WIlkins, Sollie WIkins, Mchael D. WI kins, Appellants Pro
Se. Cynthia S. WIlkins, Appellee Pro Se. Neil Oion Reid, R ch-
nond, Virginia;, Jeffrey Ham |Iton Geiger, SANDS, ANDERSON, MARKS &
M LLER, R chnond, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

I n appeal No. 01-1627, Sollie and Pernell W1 kins appeal from
the district court’s orders affirm ng the bankruptcy court’s order
di sm ssing their Adversary Proceeding for failure to prosecute and
denying their notion for a rehearing. In appeal No. 01-1851
M chael, Sollie, and Pernell WIkins appeal from the district
court’s order inposing sanctions and inposing a prefiling injunc-
tion. W have reviewed the records in these appeals and the dis-
trict court’s opinion and orders and find no reversible error.
Accordingly, we deny Cynthia WIkins notion for appointnent of
counsel and affirmon the reasoning of the district court. WIKins

v. WIkins, Nos. CA-98-135; BK-95-33189 (E.D. Va. Mar. 23, 2001

Apr. 4, 2001 & May 25, 2001). We dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contenti ons are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.

AFFI RVED



