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PER CURIAM: 

Edward C. McReady appeals the district court’s order 

granting Defendants’ motion for summary judgment in his 

consolidated civil actions.  We have reviewed the record and 

conclude there is no reversible error.  Accordingly, we affirm 

for the reasons stated by the district court.  See McReady v. 

O’Malley, Nos. 8:08-cv-02347-RWT; 8:08-cv-02386-RWT (D. Md. Mar. 

31, 2011).  Further, because we grant McReady’s motion for leave 

to file an amended informal brief in excess of the fifty-page 

limitation ordered by the Clerk’s Office, we deny as moot all 

other pending motions related to the length of McReady’s amended 

informal brief, including Defendants’ motion to strike McReady’s 

amended informal brief and McReady’s motion to strike 

Defendants’ opposition to his enlarged informal brief.  We also 

deny as moot McReady’s motions for summary disposition and 

expedited review.  We dispense with oral argument because the 

facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the 

materials before the court and argument would not aid the 

decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 


