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PER CURI AM
Lemuel Kinney appeals fromthe district court's order dis-

m ssing his notion under 28 U.S.C. 8§ 2255 (1994), as anended by

Antiterrorismand Effecti ve Death Penalty Act of 1996, Pub. L. No.
104- 132, 110 Stat. 114. W have reviewed the record and the dis-
trict court's opinionandfindnoreversibleerror. Accordingly, we

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

Ki nney, Nos. CR-94-57-A; CA-95-1697-AM (E.D. Va. Mar. 27, 1996).
Kinney's notion to supplenent the record on appeal is denied. W
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and

argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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