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PER CURI AM

Joseph Frederick More, a Virginia inmte, appeals fromthe
district court's order denying his notion to reopen the proceedi ngs
relating to his petition filed under 28 U S. C. A § 2254 (West 1994
& Supp. 1999). The district court dism ssed the notion as frivo-
| ous. Although Moore styled his notion as one to reopen § 2254
proceedi ngs, there is no provision in the Federal Rules of G vi
Procedure or the Rules Governing 8 2254 Cases for such a notion.
To the extent that the notion to reopen may be construed as one
filed under Fed. R Cv. P. 60(b), we have reviewed the record and
have considered Mwore's clains on appeal and find no abuse of

discretioninthe district court's denial of relief. See Heynman v.

ML. Mtg. Co., 116 F.3d 91, 94 (4th Gr. 1997) (stating standard

of review for Rule 60(b) notion). Accordingly, we deny a certif-
icate of appealability and dism ss the appeal. W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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