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UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 96-6267

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

Ver sus

MAURI CE V. SM TH,
Def endant - Appel |l ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern Di s-
trict of North Carolina, at Raleigh. MlcolmJ. Howard, District
Judge. (CR-93-51, CA-95-47-4-H)

Submitted: July 23, 1996 Deci ded: July 31, 1996

Bef ore W DENER, N EMEYER, and M CHAEL, G rcuit Judges.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Maurice V. Smth, Appellant Pro Se. Charles Edwin Hamlton, I11,
OFFI CE OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Ral ei gh, North Carolina, for
Appel | ee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.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



PER CURI AM
Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order denying his
Fed. R G v. P. 60(b) notion for reconsideration of the court order

denying relief under 28 U . S.C. § 2255 (1988), as anended by Anti -

terrorismand Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-
132, 110 Stat. 1217. We have reviewed the record and the district
court's opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we

affirmon the reasoning of the district court. United States v.

Smth, Nos. CR-93-51; CA-95-47-4-H(E.D.N.C. Feb. 6, 1996). W al so
deny his notion for the preparation of atranscript at Governnent's
expense and di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the

court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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