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PER CURI AM

Garfield WlliamHolley, a Virginia inmate, appeals the dis-
trict court’s orders denying relief on his 42 U. S.C. AL § 1983 (West
Supp. 2001) conpl aints under 28 U.S.C. A. 8§ 1915A (West Supp. 2001).
W have reviewed the records and find that the district court
committed no reversible error. Further, Holley is estopped from
raising the charge in his conplaint regarding an all eged unl awf ul
i nterrogation of another i nmate because this clai mhas al ready been

decided on the nerits in previous litigation. Holley v. Baker, No.

00-6698 (4th Cir. Sept. 28, 2000) (unpublished), cert. denied,

us _ , 121 S. . 2561 (2001). Accordingly, we dismss the ap-

peal s on the reasoning of the district court. See Holley v. Farner,

Nos. CA-01-672-7; CA-01-610-1 (WD. Va. Sept. 4, 2001; filed Cct.
12, 2001, entered Cct. 13, 2001). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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