UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 04-1028

MONRCE ROOSEVELT PARKER, JR.; GARY P. SI MMONS,
In the Matter of the Foreclosure of a Deed of
Trust executed by Gary P. Simons, dated April
14, 2000 recorded i n Book 1021, Page 628, Pitt
County Registry, H Terry Hutchens, P. A,
Substitute Trustee,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,

ver sus

DEBRA L. M LLIGAN, H TERRY HUTCHENS; RANDY
DAVI S; COLDVWELL BANKER LANDVARK PROPERTI ES;
TI NA LOVELADY; PENNY SIMPSON;, NANCY BOONE;
PRUDENTI AL PRI ME PROPERTIES; RI CHARD LANE;
BRANCH BANKING & TRUST  COVPANY; | RENE
FAULKNER, ANNETTE W BOURGEA'S; JOHN H.
HARMON, MARY ANN FLEM NG HOMVE STEPS ASSET
SERVI CES, Evictions; STATE OF NORTH CARCLI NA;
PITT COUNTY SHERI FF DEPARTMENT; CHARLENE S.
CORBETT; PITT COUNTY SUPERI OR COURT CLERK S
OFFI CE; FEDERAL HOVE LOAN MORTGAGE
CORPORATI ON,

Def endants - Appel |l ees.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of North Carolina, at New Bern. Mal colm J. Howard,
District Judge. (CA-03-81-4-H CA-03-454-5-H)

Submtted: July 14, 2005 Deci ded: July 21, 2005

Before WLKINSON, LUTTIG and MOTZ, Circuit Judges.



Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Monr oe Roosevelt Parker, Jr., Gary P. Simmons, Appellants Pro Se.
H. Terry Hutchens, HUTCHENS, SENTER & BRI TTON, Fayetteville, North
Carolina; Wayne Shelton Boyette, ROUNTREE & BOYETTE, L.L.P.
Tarboro, North Carolina; Conrad E. Paysour, 11, MATTOX, DAVIS &
BARNHI LL, G eenville, North Carolina; Danny Arthur Harrington,
HARRI NGTON, BRADDY & ROMARY, L.L.P., Geenville, North Carolina;
Cheryl A Marteney, WARD & SMTH, P. A., New Bern, North Carolina,
for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Monr oe Roosevelt Parker, Jr., and Gary P. Sinmons appeal
the district court’s order dismssing this civil action for |ack of
st andi ng. W have reviewed the record and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm for the reasons stated by the

district court. See Parker v. MIligan, Nos. CA-03-81-4-H CA-03-

454-5-H (E.D.N. C. Nov. 18, 2003). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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