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Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of North Carolina, at Raleigh. W Earl Britt, District
Judge. (CA-96-655-5-CT-BR)
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Before HALL and LUTTIG GCircuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Senior
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.




Anderson L. Terry, Shawn Knott, Kisha Knott, Appellants Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Anderson L. Terry and his children, Shawn and Kisha Knott,
appeal the district court's order denyingrelief ontheir 42 U.S. C
§ 1983 (1994) conplaint. W have reviewed the record and the dis-
trict court's opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly,
we affirm substantially on the reasoning of the district court.

Terry v. Vance County, No. CA-96-655-5-CT-BR (E.D.N.C. Nov. 6,

1996). To the extent that the appellants' clains may not have been
mal i cious within the nmeaning of 28 U S.C.A 8§ 1915(e)(2)(B) (i)
(West Supp. 1997), we find themsubject to dismssal as frivol ous
under the sane statute. W deny Terry's notion to consolidate this

appeal with Terry v. Stewart, No. 96-7567, and his notion to vacate

and remand to a different judge. W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the material s before the court and argunment woul d not ai d the deci -

si onal process.
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