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PER CURI AM

John T. Copley appeals from the district court’s orders
affirm ng nunerous orders of the bankruptcy court and denying his
notion for reconsideration. W have reviewed the record and the
| ower courts’ opinions and orders and find no reversible error
Accordingly, while we grant Copley’ s notion to file a suppl enent al
bri ef and have considered the i ssues therein, we affirmon the rea-

soning of the district court. Copley v. State Auto. Mit. Prop. &

Cas. Ins. Co., Nos. CA-99-1054-3; BK-97-30131 (S.D.W Va. June 12

& July 6, 2000). In light of the resolution of this appeal, the
stay pendi ng appeal entered on Cctober 16, 2000, is term nated. W
di spense 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.
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