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Bef ore WDENER and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges, and PHI LLIPS, Senior
Crcuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Frank Paul Lukacs, Appellant Pro Se. George Levi Russell, 111
OFFICE OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Baltinore, Maryland, for
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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Frank P. Lukacs appeals the district court’s dismssal of
these civil actions as presenting duplicative clains to two ot her
of his cases pending before the sanme district court. W have
reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. See Lukacs v. Shalala, Nos. CA-97-379-PJM CA-97-

3359-PIM CA-97-3495-PIJM (D. Md. Sept. 4, 1998). W grant Lukacs’
notions to file attachnments to his informal brief and deny his
notions to consolidate these appeals with a fourth case. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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