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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant seeks to appeal the district court's order denying
his notion filed under 28 U. S. C. A § 2255 (West 1994 & Supp. 1997).
We have reviewed the record and the district court's opinion and
find noreversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of ap-
peal ability and di sm ss t he appeal on the reasoning of the district

court. United States v. Gaffney, Nos. CR-95-53; CA-97-1222- AM(E. D.

Va. Cct. 17, 1997). W note that Appellant was not entitled to an
evidenti ary hearing or appoi ntment of counsel because the notions,
files, and records of the case conclusively showthat Appellant is

not entitled to relief. See Fontaine v. United States, 411 U S

213, 215 (1973). We dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials

before the court and argunment woul d not ai d t he deci si onal process.
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