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PER CURI AM

Davi d Hopper appeals the district court’s dismssal of his
action brought under the Americans with Disability Act. W have
reviewed the record and the reasons stated by the district court
for the dismssal in the notions hearing and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. Hopper v. denens, No. CA-96-24-L (WD. Va. June 17, 1996).

Hopper also seeks relief on the basis of his attorney’s
all eged mal practice. Relief in acivil case on the basis of inef-
fective assistance of counsel is a contractual matter between at-
torney and client and not within the jurisdiction of this Court in

the present case. See Sanchez v. United States Postal Serv., 785

F.2d 1236, 1237 (5th Cr. 1986) (holding that there is no right to
effective assistance of counsel in civil cases). Accordingly, we
deny Hopper’s notion to suppl enent the record and second notion to
suppl enent the record. W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the nate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

process.
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