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Before JOLLY and DAVIS, Circuit Judges, and RESTANI*, Judge.

PER CURIAM:**

Appellants challenge the district court’s interpretation of

the consent decree at issue in this case.  For the reasons stated

by the district court in its order of May 31, 2000, we agree with
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the district court’s interpretation of the consent decree and

AFFIRM the judgment of the district court.  Appellee’s motions0 to

supplement the record, to strike a portion of the brief, and to

strike the record are hereby DENIED.

AFFIRMED.


