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PER CURI AM

Edward and Helen Bao Hong Yang (“Plaintiffs”) appeal the
district court’s order dismssing their conplaint against Hol den
Lee in their action for intentional msrepresentation, breach of
contract, defamation, extortion, and intentional infliction of
enotional distress. W affirm

W review a district court’s Fed. R GCv. P. 12(b)(6)
dismssal for failure to state a claimupon which relief may be

granted de novo. Flood v. New Hanover County, 125 F.3d 249, 251

(4th CGr. 1997). In considering a notion to dismss, we accept the
conplainant’s well-pleaded allegations as true and view the
conplaint in the light nost favorable to the non-noving party.

Mylan Labs., Inc. v. Matkari, 7 F.3d 1130, 1134 (4th Cr. 1993).

Wth these standards in mnd, we affirmthe district court’s
order dismssing Plaintiffs’ conplaint based upon the reasoni ng of

its menorandum opinion. See Yang v. Lee, 163 F. Supp.2d 554 (D.

M. 2001). W also deny Lee’s notion for sanctions. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |legal contentions are
adequately presented in the materi als before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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