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PER CURI AM

Ronal d Mauri ce Wods appeal s the district court’s orders deny-
ing his notions filed under Fed. R Cv. P. 59 and 60. He clains
on appeal that heis entitled to relief because he raised his claim
related to the sufficiency of his indictnent in his prior notion
filed under 28 U. S.C. A § 2255 (West Supp. 2000). We have revi ewed
the record and the district court’s opinions and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appealability and

di sm ss on the reasoning of the district court. See United States

v. Wods, Nos. CR-95-7; CA-98-18-7 (WD. Va. Feb. 16, 2000); see

also United States v. Wllianms, 674 F.2d 310, 313 (4th Gr. 1982)

(holding that relief is not authorized where the Rule 60(b) notion
is “nothing nore than a request that the district court change its
mnd”). W dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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