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Before LUTTIG and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and PH LLIPS, Senior
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Khalyl Ben Israel, Mlik Ben Israel, G aham George MDonnough

Jesse C. Smth, Appellants Pro Se. G aham George MDonnough, Ap-
pel |l ee; Susan Canpbell Al exander, Assistant Attorney GCeneral,
Al exander Leonard Taylor, Jr., OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF
VIRGA NIA, Richnond, Virginia, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Khal yl Ben Israel, Malik Ben | srael, G aham George McDonnough,
and Jesse C. Smith appeal the district court’s order entering judg-
ment for Defendants following a bench trial in this 42 U S C A
§ 1983 (West Supp. 1998) action alleging a denial of Appellants
First Anendnent rights. W have reviewed the records and the dis-
trict court’s opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we
affirm W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the
court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process. Appell ant

McDonnough’s notion for an injunction is denied.
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