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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant seeks to appeal the mmgistrate judge's orders?
denying relief on his 28 U . S.C. § 2254 (1988) petition and denyi ng
reconsi deration.? W have reviewed the record and the nagistrate
judge's opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny
a certificate of probable cause to appeal and dism ss the appeal s

on the reasoning of the nagistrate judge. Brock v. Pearson, Nos.

CA-95-247-R, CA-95-326-R (WD. Va. Aug. 16, 1995; Sept. 15, 1995).
We deny Brock's notions for imrediate relief, to remand, and for
deconsol i dati on. W di spense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the naterials

before the court and argunent woul d not ai d t he deci si onal process.

DI SM SSED

! The parties consented to the magi strate judge's jurisdiction
pursuant to 28 U S.C. § 636(c) (1988).

> The magi strate judge found the reconsideration notion un-
tinely. Wefindthat it was neritless and affirmthe order denyi ng
it on that basis.



