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PER CURIAM

In 1982, Lonnie Dawson was convicted in the United States District Court for the

Eastern District of Pennsylvania on numerous drug-related charges.  A cooperating

witness, Lawrence Simons, testified about his knowledge of Dawson’s drug organization

and the Government introduced, among other evidence, six separate recordings of

conversations that Dawson and his co-defendant had with Simons concerning their drug

business.  This Court affirmed Dawson’s conviction.  The District Court subsequently

granted Dawson’s motion to reduce sentence, lowering the term of imprisonment from

134 to 65 years.  The details of Dawson’s numerous motions for post-conviction relief

need not be revisited here.

In 2004, this Court granted Dawson permission to file a second or successive §

2255 motion, raising claims based on newly discovered evidence in the form of two

recent affidavits from Simons in which he claimed that his 1982 trial testimony was false,

and that he had an undisclosed deal with the government to testify falsely in exchange for

sentencing leniency on a pending state court murder charge.  After a two day evidentiary

hearing at which Simons and several of the principal participants from the 1982 trial

testified, the District Court denied the § 2255 motion.  This Court denied a certificate of

appealability.  United States v. Dawson, C.A. No. 05-2297 (3rd Cir. Aug. 5, 2005).

Dawson filed a motion seeking leave to file a post-judgment motion entitled

“motion for indication of willingness to entertain a post-judgment motion” (“leave

motion”) and a Rule 60(b) motion in September 2005.  On November 21, 2005, the



1  No certificate of appealability is necessary to appeal the denial of this motion,
which essentially seeks leave to file a post-judgment motion.
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District Court denied, in separate orders, the Rule 60(b) motion and Dawson’s leave

motion.  Dawson filed a timely notice of appeal specifically appealing from the order

denying his “motion for indication of willingness to entertain a post-judgment motion.” 

We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1291.1  We will summarily affirm.  The

District Court did not abuse its discretion in denying the leave motion as moot after

considering and rendering judgment on Dawson’s Rule 60(b) motion on its merits.

Because the petition was properly dismissed and no substantial question is

presented by this appeal, the District Court’s judgment will be affirmed.  See Third

Circuit LAR 27.4 and I.O.P. 10.6.


