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Button Jack Rhodes, Appellant Pro Se. Ruth Elizabeth Pl agenhoef,
Assi stant United States Attorney, Roanoke, Virginia, for Appellee.
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PER CURI AM

Appel l ant appeals the district court's order denying his
notion filed under 28 U S.C. 8§ 2255 (1994) (current version at 28
US CA 8§ 2255 (West 1994 & Supp. 1998)). We have reviewed the
record and the district court's opinion and find no reversible
error. Accordingly, we affirm on the reasoning of the district

court. United States v. Rhodes, Nos. CR-92-2; CA-95-1151-R (WD

Va. Qct. 29, 1996). See Lindh v. Mirphy, 521 US |, 1997 W

338568 (U.S. June 23, 1997) (No. 96-6298). Appellant has filed an
application for a certificate of appealability and a notion to
suppl enent that application. Because Appellant’s § 2255 noti on was
filed prior to inplenentation of the Antiterrorism and Effective
Death Penalty Act of 1996, a certificate of appealability is not
requi red. Therefore, we deny Appellant’s application for a certif-
icate of appealability and the supplenental notion. W dispense
with oral argunment because the facts and | egal contentions are ade-
quately presented in the naterials before the court and argunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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