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PER CURI AM

Derek Marquis Flem ng appeals the district court's orders
denying relief on his petition filed under 28 U.S. C. § 2241 (1994),
and the court's orders denying his notions filed under Fed. R Civ.
P. 59(e). We have reviewed the record and the district court's
opi ni ons accepting the recomendati ons of the magi strate judge and
find no reversible error in the court's denial of § 2241 relief.

See United States v. lLurie, 207 F.3d 1075, 1076 (8th Cr. 2000)

(stating that appellate court reviews denial of 8§ 2241 petition de
novo) . Nor do we find any abuse of discretion in the district

court's denial of Flemng's Rule 59(e) notions. See Pacific Ins.

Co. v. American Nat'l Fire Ins. Co., 148 F.3d 396, 402 (4th Gr.

1998) (stating standard of review), cert. denied, 525 U S 1104

(1999). Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district

court. See Fleming v. dson, No. CA-97-660 (S.D.W Va. Nov. 24,

1997; Dec. 22, 1997; June 8, 1998; Cct. 14, 1998; July 7, 1999;
July 27, 1999). We deny Flem ng's notions for alimted remand and
di spense with oral argunment 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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