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     The Honorable Warren K. Urbom, United States District Judge1

for the District of Nebraska.

     Appellants' motion to amend the caption is denied.2

Appellees' motion for sanctions is also denied.
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___________

PER CURIAM.

Appellants are a group of Nebraska citizens who claim that they are

neither citizens nor residents of the United States and are thus not

required to pay federal income taxes, and assert that defendants have

wrongfully refused to recognize their status.  The district court1

dismissed their action for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.  We

conclude the judgment of the district court was correct and that an opinion

would lack precedential value.  See 8th Cir. R. 47B.

Accordingly we affirm the district court's judgment.2
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