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PER CURI AM

In these consolidated appeals, Arthur O Arnstrong appeals
district court orders dism ssing his notions for | eave to reopen an
action. W have reviewed the record and the district court orders
and find no error. Accordingly, we deny Arnstrong’s notions for
| eave to proceed in forma pauperis and dism ss the appeals as friv-
ol ous. We further deny Arnmstrong’ s notions for summary judgnent.
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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