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PER CURIAM:

Demetrius Crandle appealed from the district court’s
order denying his 28 U.S.C.A. § 2255 (West Supp. 2010) motion.
We granted a certificate of appealability on the 1issue of
whether Crandle’s trial counsel was iIneffective for failing to
file a motion to suppress. We then remanded for an evidentiary
hearing and factual and legal findings. The district court held
a hearing, made the requested findings, and then returned the
case to this court. Neither party has challenged the district
court’s findings on remand.

We have reviewed the record and the district court’s
order on remand, and we find no reversible error. Accordingly,
we affirm the denial of Crandle’s § 2255 motion for the reasons

stated by the district court. United States v. Crandle, No.

4:06-cr-00137-JBF-JEB-1 (E.D. Va. filed July 26 & entered
July 28, 2010). We dispense with oral argument because the
facts and legal contentions are adequately presented in the
materials before the court and argument would not aid the
decisional process.

AFFIRMED



