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Bef ore MOTZ, TRAXLER, and SHEDD, Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Clarence T. Fox, Jr., GCeraldine C. Fox, Appellants Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM

Ceral dine and C arence Fox appeal the district court’s
orders dismssing their civil rights suit as frivol ous and denyi ng
their notion for reconsideration. W have reviewed the record and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, as to O arence Fox, we

affirmfor the reasons stated by the district court. See Fox V.

Federal Bureau of Prisons, No. CA-04-152-5-H (E.D.N.C. Mar. 31 &

May 27, 2004). As to Ceraldine Fox, we agree that her claimis
frivolous for the reasons stated by the district court; however, we
affirmthe dismssal of her claimas nodified to reflect that the
di sm ssal should have been under 28 U S.C § 1915(e)(2)(B)(ii)
(2000) . W deny GCeraldine Fox’s notion to proceed in forma
pauperi s. We di spense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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