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PER CURI AM

In these consolidated appeals, WIlis and Lanette Fral ey ap-
peal the district court’s order granting the appellees’ notion in
| imne, denying the Fraleys’ notion for a continuance, and granti ng
t he appell ees’ notions for summary judgnent. W have reviewed the
record and the district court’s opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. See Fraley v. Stoddard, No. CA-97-248-3 (S.D.W Va. Apr. 9,

1999); Fraley v. United States, No. CA-97-866-3 (S.D.W Va. Apr. 9,

1999). We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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