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PER CURI AM

Derrick Anthony Johnson seeks to appeal the district court’s
order denying his notion filed under 28 U. S. C. A 8§ 2255 (West Supp.
2000). W have reviewed the record and the district court’s opin-
ion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certif-
icate of appealability and dism ss the appeal on the reasoning of

the district court.” United States v. Johnson, Nos. CR-95-17; CA-

98-762-7 (WD. Va. Cct. 23, 2000). We deny Johnson’s notion to
substitute counsel. W dispense with oral argunment because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

process.

DI SM SSED

In his pro se supplenental brief, Johnson raises that his
conviction and sentence are invalid because the drug quantity was
not established in the indictnment or proven beyond a reasonabl e
doubt at trial. The district court denied Johnson’s notion to add
this claimto his conpl ai nt because it was untinely under the AEDPA
and the claimdid not relate back to the original conmplaint. Even
if the claimwere properly before us, it would fail under the rea-
soning of United States v. Sanders, 247 F.3d 139 (4th Gr. 2001).




