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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals the district court’s orders granting Defen-
dants’ notion to dismss, notion for summary judgnent and notion
for attorney’'s fees, and denying Appellant’s notions for recon-
sideration. W have reviewed the record and the district court’s
opi nions and orders and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we

affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Ferrusi v. Evans,

No. CA-96-1699-A (E.D. Va. Mar. 12, Apr. 21, July 9, Sept. 11 & 30,
& Nov. 19, 1997). We find counts | and IIl alleging defamation to
be barred by the statute of limtations under Virginia |law. See
Va. Code Ann. 88 8.01-247.1, 8.01-230 (M chie Supp. 1997). W deny
Appel l ees’ notion for sanctions in this court. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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