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PER CURI AM

Felix Oriakhi appeals fromthe district court's order collec-
tively denying relief on three separate notions for reconsi deration
filed pursuant to Fed. R Civ. P. 59(e) and 60(b).” Qur review of
the record discloses that these appeals are wthout nerit.
Oriakhi's notions for reconsideration do not denonstrate that his
notions filed pursuant to 28 U.S.C A § 2255 (West Supp. 2000), and
Rule 12(b)(2), were inproperly dism ssed. Accordingly, we affirm
as to Nos. 00-7646 and 00-7660, the district court’s orders on the

reasoning of the district court. United States v. Oiakhi, Nos.

CR-90-72-K; CA-00-2476-PJM (D. Md. Nov. 9, 2000). As to No. 00-
7659, we deny a certificate of appealability and di sm ss the appeal

on the reasoning of the district court. United States v. Oiakhi,

Nos. CR-90-72-K; CA-00-2475-PJM (D. Md. Sept. 7, 2000). W dis-
pense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the Court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

Nos. 00-7646 and 00- 7660 - AFFI RVED

No. 00-7659 - DI SM SSED

" Oriakhi’s notices of appeal are unclear as to the specific
orders he seeks to challenge. He is, however, bound by 4th GCir.
Local Rule 34(b), and this court will only review those issues
addressed in Oiakhi’s informal brief. Accordi ngly, we have
limted our review to those issues.

3



