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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Edward R Butler, Appellant Pro Se. Richard Jeffrey Magi d, Stephen
Francis Fruin, John Francis Carlton, WH TEFORD, TAYLOR & PRESTON,
Bal ti nore, Maryl and; Law ence Davi d Coppel, John Martin Klein, |1,
GORDON, FEI NBLATT, ROTHVAN, HOFFBERGER & HOLLANDER, Balti nore,
Maryl and, for Appellees.

" Judge Mptz did not participate in consideration of this
case. The opinionis filed by a quorumof the panel pursuant to 28
U S C § 46(d).






Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order di sm ssing
his civil conplaint and his amended conplaint for failure to state
a cl ai mupon which relief my be granted, Fed. R Civ. P. 12(b)(6),
and denying his notion for reconsideration. W have reviewed the
record and the district court's opinions and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. Butler v. Qestreicher, No. CA-95-3117-CCB (D. M. Dec. 7,

1995; Jan. 4, 1996). Further, we deny Appellant's notion to remand
this case to the state court. W dispense with oral argunment be-
cause the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argument would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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