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Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opi nion.

Frederick Carl eton Tuck, Appellant Pro Se. Bruce A Pagel, OFFICE
OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Charlottesville, Virginia, for

Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Frederick Carleton Tuck seeks to appeal the district court’s
order denying his notion filed under 28 U. S. C. A 8§ 2255 (West Supp.
2000) and a subsequent notion for reconsideration filed under Fed.
R Gv. P. 59(e). W have reviewed the record and the district
court’s opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny
a certificate of appealability, deny Tuck’s notion to expedite the
appeal as noot, and dism ss the appeal on the reasoning of the dis-

trict court. See United States v. Tuck, Nos. CR-98-43; CA-00-176-7

(WD. Va. June 27 & July 13, 2000). We dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.
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