UNPUBL | SHED

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

No. 97-2405

ERNEST G PORTERFI ELD;, ALICE PORTERFI ELD
THORN, W LLARD R MEADOWS,

Plaintiffs - Appellants,
ver sus
ROBERT F. HODGES, Lawyer for Mary Mood Nort h-
ern, Incorporated; BRIAN SCHElI D, Lawer for
Mary Moody Northern, Incorporated; THE HONOR-
ABLE J. COLI N CAMPBELL; THE HONORABLE HARRY L.
CARRI CO, Chief Justice, State Suprene Court,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Western Di s-
trict of Virginia, at Roanoke. Jackson L. Kiser, Senior District
Judge. (M SC-97-49)

Submtted: April 29, 1998 Deci ded: May 13, 1998

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

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opinion.

Ernest G Porterfield, Alice Porterfield Thorn, WIllard R Madows,
Appel l ants Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Appel | ants appeal fromthe district court's orders di sm ssi ng
their action as frivolous under 28 U S.C A 8 1915(e)(2) (West
Supp. 1998), and denying their notion for reconsi deration. W have
reviewed the record and the district court's opinions and find t hat
this appeal is frivolous. Accordingly, we dism ss the appeal on the

reasoni ng of the district court. Porterfield v. Hodges, No. M SC

97-49 (WD. Va. Cct. 6, 1997). See 28 U.S.C A 8 1915(e)(2). W
di spense 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.

DI SM SSED



