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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Norfolk, Virginia, for Appellee.
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See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | 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 § 2255 (West 1994 & Supp. 1997)). 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. Booker, No. CR-93-81 (E.D. Va. Cct. 14,

1997). See Lindh v. Murphy, 521 U.S. ___, 1997 W 338568 (U.S. June

23, 1997) (No. 96-6298). W di spense with oral argunent because t he
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

Process.

AFFI RVED

" To the extent Appellant also appeals the district court's
order denying his Fed. R Civ. P. 59(e) notion, we |likew se affirm
that order. See Tenkin v. Frederick County Commir, 945 F.2d 716,
723 (4th GCir. 1991).




