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Before FAGG, BOWMAN, and MURPHY/, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM.

Lonnie D. Snelling appeals the district court's orders denying Snelling's recusal
motion and dismissing his second amended complaint under Federal Rule of Civil
Procedure 41(b). The dismissal was based on Snelling's failure to comply with the
district court's earlier order directing him to file an amended pleading in compliance



with Federa Rule of Civil Procedure 8(a)(2) or risk dismissal. Having carefullyreviewed
the record and the parties briefs, we conclude the district court did not abuse its
discretion. See Pope v. Federal Express Corp., 974 F.2d 982, 985 (8th Cir. 1992)
(concerning recusa motions); Mangan v. Weinberger, 848 F.2d 909, 911 (8th Cir. 1988)
(concerning Rule 41(b) dismissals for failure to comply with Rule 8), cert. denied, 488
U.S. 1023 (1989). We thus affirm the judgment of the district court. See 8th Cir. R.
47B.

We deny as moot the motion of certain appellees to dismiss this appeal, and we
deny all other pending motions.
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