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PAVELA J. ANDERSOQN,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

JEFFERY DI LLMAN, Assi stant Warden, Operati ons,
Fl uvanna Correcti onal Center for Wnen; ROBERT

ARMSTRONG, I nstitutional | nvesti gat or,
FIl uvanna Correcti onal Cent er f or WONEn;
PATRI CI A HUFFMAN, War den, Fl uvanna

Correctional Center for Wonen; MELI SSA
HOUCHENS, inmate Hearings O ficer, FCCW sued
in official and individual capacity; PAUL
RI CE, Treatnent Program Supervisor, FCCW sued
in his official and individual capacities; KIM
WARE, Secretary, sued in her official and
i ndi vi dual capacity; TRACY  MEYERHOFFER,

Gievance Coordi nat or and Human Rights
Advocat e, FCCW sued in official and
i ndi vi dual capaci ti es; E. R. BARRACK,

Representative, Investigative Unit of DOC
Internal Affairs, sued in his official and
i ndi vi dual capacities; LAURA ANDERSON, Acting
Pri nci pal of Departnment of  Correctional

Education, sued in her official and individual

capaci ties; COURTNEY DAVI S, Counsel or, sued in
her official and individual capacities; DONNA
ANDERSQN, Unit Manager, sued in her official

and individual capacities; LARRY HUFFMAN,

Regional Director, DOC s Northern Regional

O fice #2; DEVEY JENNI NGS, O ficer, Operation,

FCCW DEREK ANDERSON, Maj or, Heal of Security,

FCCW

Def endants - Appel | ees.






Appeal from the United States District Court for the Wstern
District of Virginia, at Roanoke. Samuel G WIson, Chief D strict
Judge. (CA-01-768-7)

Submitted: January 31, 2003 Deci ded: February 14, 2003

Before WLKINS, WLLIAMS, and TRAXLER, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Panel a J. Anderson, Appellant Pro Se. Mark Ral ph Davis, OFFI CE OF
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF VIRGANIA Richnond, Virginia, for

Appel | ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).

PER CURI AM

Panel a J. Anderson appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on her 42 U S.C. § 1983 (2000) conplaint. W have revi ewed
the record and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we grant the
notion for leave to proceed in forma pauperis and affirm on the

reasoning of the district court. See Anderson v. Dillman, No. CA-

01-768-7 (WD. Va. July 19, 2002). 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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