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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 97-1213

HERBERT WARREN LUX, JR.; PATSY JEAN LUX,
Plaintiffs - Appellants,

Ver sus

COUNTY OF SPOTSYLVANI A; SPOTSYLVANI A COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVI SORS, Ronnie B. Acors, Mry
Lee Carter, Jean W Jones, B. Jerry Marcus,
Emmtt B. Marshal, Martha B. Mastin, Janes B.
Smth, L. Kinbal Payne, 111, David Calbo,
Larry W Davis and M chael B. O Keefe; JOHN A
G BNEY, JR ; SPOTSWOOD CONSTRUCTI ON LOANS,
L. C.; KENNETH S. POTTER,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Virginia, at R chnond. Robert R Merhige, Jr., Senior
District Judge. (CA-97-3)

Submtted: My 1, 1997 Deci ded: May 8, 1997

Bef ore W DENER and MJURNAGHAN, Circuit Judges, and PHI LLI PS, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Her bert Warren Lux, Jr., Patsy Jean Lux, Appellants Pro Se. Robert
A. Dybing, SHUFORD, RUBIN & G BNEY, Richnmond, Virginia; Janes
Joseph Burns, WLLIAMS, MJILLEN, CHRI STIAN & DOBBINS, Ri chnond,
Virginia, for Appellees.







Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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

PER CURI AM

Appel |l ants appeal from the district court's order denying
their nmotion for | eave to proceed in forma pauperis in their Fed.
R Cv. P. 60(b) action seeking to set aside on the basis of fraud
two district court orders. W have revi ewed the record and t he di s-
trict court's opinion andfindnoreversibleerror. Accordingly, we
deny |l eave to proceed in forma pauperis and di sm ss the appeal on

the reasoning of the district court. Lux v. Spotsylvania County,

No. CA-97-3 (E.D. Va. Feb. 11, 1997). Appellants' notion to expe-
dite is nownoot and is dism ssed for that reason. We di spense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
|y presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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