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MEMORANDUM OPINION  

VANZI, Chief Judge.  

{1} Plaintiffs Monica Boehmer and Steve Kemp appeal from the district court’s order 
denying their motion for reinstatement and order denying their motion to recuse. In this 
Court’s notice of proposed disposition, we proposed to summarily dismiss for lack of a 
final order. Plaintiffs filed a concurrence to proposed summary disposition, stating that 
they “concur with the Notice, Proposed Summary Disposition[.]” [MIS 1] Accordingly, for 
the reasons stated in our notice of proposed disposition and herein, we dismiss the 
appeal for lack of a final order.  

{2} IT IS SO ORDERED.  

LINDA M. VANZI, Chief Judge  

WE CONCUR:  

M. MONICA ZAMORA, Judge  

STEPHEN G. FRENCH, Judge  


