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PER CURI AM

St ephen Andrew Arnstrong appeals the district court’s deci-
sions inposing Fed. R G v. P. 11 sanctions and denying his Fed. R
Civ. P. 59(e) notion for reconsideration.” W have reviewed the
record, the district court’s opinions, and Arnstrong’ s clains on
appeal, and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmthe

orders on the reasoning of the district court. Arnmstrong v. Pettit,

No. CA-95-531-A (E.D. Va. Dec. 6, 1995; Mar. 24, 1998). W di spense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materi als before the Court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" Arnstrong’s notice of appeal and infornmal brief state that
he is taking appeal fromthe district court’s orders of August 4,
Oct ober 6, October 10, October 25, Novenber 17, Decenber 5, 20,
1995, January 19, 1996, and March 24, 1998. This court has al ready
determ ned that Arnstrong’s prior appeal fromthe district court’s
orders of August 4, COctober 10, Cctober 11 (dated OCctober 6),
Oct ober 25, and Novenber 20 (dated Novenber 17), was untinely, and
that his prior appeal fromthe district court’s orders of Decenber
20, 1995, and January 19, 1996, was without nerit. See Arnstrong v.
Gol dberg, No. 96-1223 (4th Gir. Nov. 18, 1997) (unpublished) and
this court’s order entered February 20, 1998. W decline to
reconsi der our prior holdings relative to these orders.




