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Before McMILLIAN, HANSEN, and MORRIS SHEPPARD ARNOLD, Circuit
Judges.

___________

PER CURIAM.

Missouri inmate Arizona Hall filed this civil rights action against a number of

persons involved in his 1987 state criminal proceedings, and various prison officials.

Mr. Hall alleged that several defendants coerced him to enter a plea, reneged on a

promise to sentence him to a state hospital instead of prison, obstructed his efforts to

appeal his sentence and pursue his postconviction remedies, and conspired and

retaliated against him, and that some defendants committed Eighth Amendment

violations.  The district court1 dismissed without prejudice most of Mr. Hall’s claims

as barred under Heck v. Humphrey, 512 U.S. 477, 486-87 (1994) (in order to recover

damages under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 for allegedly unconstitutional conviction or

imprisonment, or for other harm caused by actions whose unlawfulness would render

conviction or sentence invalid, plaintiff must prove that conviction or sentence has been

overturned).  The district court later dismissed without prejudice the rest of Mr. Hall’s

claims after he failed to comply with an order directing him to effect service of process

on those defendants against whom he had stated a claim.  Mr. Hall appeals.  Having

carefully reviewed the record and the parties’ briefs, we affirm the judgment of the

district court for the reasons set forth in the orders Mr. Hall challenges on appeal.  See

8th Cir. R. 47B.  We also deny Mr. Hall’s motion to strike appellees’ corrected briefs.
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