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PER CURI AM

Warren B. Anderson appeal s the district court’s order granting
t he Defendants’ notions to dismss his civil action stemi ng from
a previous mlitary court conviction. W have reviewd the record
and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm on the

reasoning of the district court. See Anderson v. United States

Sec’y of the Navy, No. CA-01-224-7-F-1 (E.D.N.C. June 28, 2002).

We dispense with oral argunment because the facts and |egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argument woul d not aid the decisional process.
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