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Before WILKINSON and GREGORY, Circuit Judges, and HAMILTON, 
Senior Circuit Judge. 

 
 
Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion. 

 
 
David Louis Whitehead, Appellant Pro Se.  

 
 
Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit. 
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PER CURIAM: 
 

David Louis Whitehead appeals the district court’s 

order denying his motion to reopen or reassign his case and 

reconsideration thereof and the district court’s order denying 

his motion to recuse the district court judge and consolidate 

his case and reconsideration thereof.  We have reviewed the 

record and find no reversible error.  Accordingly, we affirm for 

the reasons stated by the district court.  Whitehead v. 

Twentieth Century Fox Film Corp. , No. 1:06 -cv-01349-CMH- LO (E.D. 

Va. Mar. 16, 2009; filed Mar. 31, 2009 & entered Apr.  2, 2009; 

filed May 8, 2009 & entered May 13, 2009).  We deny Whitehead’s 

motion to consolidate these appeals with other appeals he has 

filed with this court, deny his emergency consolidated motion 

for injunctive relief, and deny his supplemental motions for 

injunctive relief.  We dispense with oral argument because the 

facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the 

materials before the court and argument would not aid the 

decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 

 


