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Before WLKINS, MOrzZ, and KING Circuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Terrance Lanont Moore, Appellant Pro Se. John Sanmuel Bow er, Assis-
tant United States Attorney, Raleigh, North Carolina, for Appell ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM
Terrence Lanont Moore appeals fromthe district court’s order
denying his notion for judicial recusal. Recusal is governed by 28
US C 8§ 455 (1994), which provides in relevant part:
(a) Any justice, judge, or magistrate of the United
States shall disqualify hinmself in any proceeding
in which his inpartiality mght reasonably be

guesti oned.

(b) He shall also disqualify hinmself in the follow ng
ci rcunst ances:

(1) Where he has a personal bias or prejudice
concerning a party, or personal know edge of
di sputed evidentiary facts concerning the
proceedi ng .
28 U.S.C. § 455.
This Court reviews a district judge' s refusal to recuse him

self for abuse of discretion. See United States v. DeTenple, 162

F.3d 279, 283 (4th Cr. 1998), cert. denied, 526 U S. 1137 (1999).

Applying this standard to the instant facts, we find that Moore
fails to denonstrate such an abuse. Accordingly, we affirmthe
district court’s denial of his notion. W dispense with oral argu-
ment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately pre-
sented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not aid

t he deci sional process.
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