Fi |l ed: March 19, 1997

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

No. 96- 2552
( CA- 96- 1456- A)

M chael R Fuller, et al,
Plaintiffs - Appellants,

Ver sus

Commonweal t h of Virginia,

Def endant - Appel |l ee.

ORDER

The Court anends its opinion filed March 10, 1997, as fol |l ows:

On the cover sheet, section 3, line 2 -- the district judge's

name is corrected to read "James C. Cacheris, Chief District
Judge. "

For the Court - By Direction

/sl Patricia S. Connor

Clerk



UNPUBL | SHED

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

No. 96-2552

M CHAEL R FULLER, NANCY J. HALSTEAD,
Plaintiffs - Appellants,

Ver sus

COVMONVEALTH OF VI RG NI A,
Def endant - Appel |l ee.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Di s-
trict of Virginia, at Alexandria. James C. Cacheris, Chief
District Judge. (CA-96-1456-A)

Submitted: February 27, 1997 Deci ded: March 10, 1997

Bef ore MURNAGHAN, NI EMEYER, and MOTZ, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

M chael R Fuller, Nancy J. Hal stead, Appellants Pro Se. Rita
Mari e Sanpson, OFFI CE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRA NIA, Rich-
nond, Virginia, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appel | ants appeal the district court's order denying their
notion to renove their state crimnal prosecution fromthe Common-
weal th of Virginiato a federal court. W have revi ewed the record
and the district court's opinion and find no reversible error. Ac-
cordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Fuller

v. Virginia, No. CA-96-1456-A (E.D. Va. Oct. 10, 1996). W di spense

wi th oral argunent because the facts and | egal contenti ons are ade-
quately presented in the materials before the court and argunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFlI RVED



