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GLENDORA,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

JOHN M WALKER; ROSEANN B. MACKECHNE; TYNETTA
HOPE;, HELENA M HARRI'S, THOVAS F. HOGAN;
DENI SE  KELLEY; KEVIN SM TH, JOSEPH N
ALEXANDER, JR.; COLLEEN KOLLAR- KOTELLY; NANCY
M MAYER-VH TTI NGTON, MARY M SCHRCEDER;, CATHY
A. CATTERSON, GWEN BAPTI STE; KAREN MJRPHY;
CH EF CLERK, NASSAU SUPREME COURT; MOTI ON
CLERK; | NTAKE CLERK; JOHN P. D BLASI; BARRY
SKW ERSKI ; GERALD STERN, LEE KIKLIER, ALBERT
LAVWRENCE; NEW YORK STATE COWM SSION  ON
JUDI CI AL CONDUCT; CITY OF NEW YORK; DEPARTMENT
OF FI NANCE; COWM SSI ONER OF FI NANCE; BUREAU OF
PARKI NG VI OLATI ONS,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Southern
District of West Virginia, at Charleston. John T. Copenhaver, Jr.,
District Judge. (CA-02-471)

Subm tt ed: December 16, 2002 Deci ded: December 19, 2002

Before LUTTIG M CHAEL, and MOTZ, G rcuit Judges.

D sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




d endora, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

G endora seeks to appeal the district court’s order accepting
t he recomendati on of the magi strate judge and denying relief on
her 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983, 1985 (2000) conplaint. W have reviewed the
record and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny | eave to
proceed in forma pauperis and dismss the appeal as frivolous on

the reasoning of the district court. See dendora v. Wil ker, No.

CA-02-471 (S.D.W Va. Aug. 13, 2002). We dispense with oral
argurment because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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