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Varren E. Nel son, *

*

Appel | ant, *

*

V. *

*

Kenneth D. Butler, individually *
and as an attorney nenber, *  Appeal fromthe United States

currently of Clure, Eaton, Butler* District Court for the
*

Law O fice and fornmerly of Van District of Mnnesota
Evera, Cure, Butler & M chel son,*
P.A law firns respectively;

David R Mchelson, individually *
and as an attorney nenber,
currently of Clure, Eaton

Butler Law Ofice and fornerly of*
Van Evera, Clure, Butler &

M chel son, P.A., law firnms

respectively,

*

[ UNPUBLI SHED]

* Ok kX X

Appel | ees.

Submtted: March 7, 1997

Filed: March 24, 1997
Bef ore HANSEN, MORRI S SHEPPARD ARNOLD, and MURPHY, Circuit Judges.
PER CURI AM
Warren E. Nel son appeals fromthe district court's®! order granting
sunmary judgnment to defendants on his 42 U S.C. 8§ 1983 claim Havi ng

carefully reviewed the record and the briefs, we conclude summary judgnment
was proper and the district court did not

The Honorable M chael Janes Davis, United States District
Judge for the District of Mnnesota, adopting the report and
recommendati on of the Honorable Raynond L. Erickson, United States
Magi strate Judge for the District of M nnesota.



abuse its discretion in granting defendants a pernmanent injunction. An
ext ended opinion woul d therefore | ack precedential value. See 8th Cir. R
47B. W al so conclude that the district court did not abuse its discretion
by conducting a hearing on defendants' summary judgnment notion prior to the
deadl ine for conpl etion of discovery, and granting sumary judgnent severa
months later. See Cook v. Kartridg Pak Co., 840 F.2d 602, 604 (8th Cr.
1988) (standard of review); cf. Bright v. Standard Register Co., 66 F.3d
171, 172 (8th Gr. 1995) (per curianm). Finally, we deny Nelson's request
for oral argunent.

Accordingly, we affirmthe judgnent of the district court.
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