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PER CURI AM

In No. 00-6683, Richard Edward Janey appeals the district
court’s order of judgment denying relief on his 42 U S.C A § 1983
(West Supp. 2000) conplaint. W have reviewed the record and the
district court’s orders and find no reversible error. Accordingly,
in No. 00-6683, we affirmthe district court’s orders on the rea-

soning of the district court. See Janey v. Meiklejohn, No. CA-98-

1646 (D. Md. Apr. 27, 2000). In light of our disposition of Janey’s
appeal , we di sm ss Mei kl ej ohn’ s cross-appeal, No. 00-6822, as noot.
We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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