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PER CURI AM

Oin Nigel Carr seeks to appeal the district court's orders
denying relief on his notion filed under 28 U. S.C. A § 2255 (\West
1994 & Supp. 1998), and on his notion to amend the § 2255 notion
We have reviewed the record and the district court's order denyi ng
Carr's 8 2255 notion and find no reversible error. The district
court properly deniedrelief on Carr's clai mthat counsel was i nef -
fective for failing to challenge the enhancenent for his role in

t he of fense because he failed to neet the standard in Strickl and v.

Washi ngton, 466 U.S. 668, 688, 694 (1984). Although the district

court may have i nproperly denied Carr's notion to anmend, any error
was harm ess. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appealability
and di sm ss the appeal. W dispense with oral argunment because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the deci sional

Process.

DI SM SSED



