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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order denying re-
lief on his 42 U S.C. § 1983 (1988) conpl aint. We have revi ewed t he
record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirmsubstantially on the reasoni ng of the

district court. Turner v. Mkula, No. CA-95-693 (E.D. Va. Aug. 2,

1995). To the extent that Appellant clains his counsel conspired
with the prosecution, his clai mmay not be barred by the statute of
limtations, but it is barred by the Suprenme Court's holding in

Heck v. Hunphrey, UusS _ , 62 US L.W 4594 (U S. June 24,

1994) (No. 93-6188). In all other respects Appellant's clains
agai nst his attorney are not cogni zabl e because the attorney was

not a state actor. See Pol k County v. Dodson, 454 U.S. 312 (1981);

Deas v. Potts, 547 F.2d 800 (4th Cir. 1976). W di spense with oral

argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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