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PER CURI AM

Haywood Carm chael appeals his convictions for conspiracy to
di stribute and possess with intent to distribute cocai ne base and
marijuana, two counts of firearns nurder during or in relation to
a drug trafficking crinme, and use and possession of a firearmin
relation to a drug trafficking crime. On appeal he alleges that
the district court erred by excluding pol ygraph evi dence, denying
his nmotion for a mstrial, and instructing the jury that he was not
eligible for the death penalty.

Finding no reversible error, we affirm See United States v.

Rhue, 191 F.3d 376, 388 (4th Cr. 1999) (holding that polygraph

evidence is inadm ssable); United States v. West, 877 F.2d 281

287-88 (4th Cr. 1989) (holding that denial of a notion for ms-
trial only overturned if district court clearly abused its discre-

tion); United States v. Meredith, 824 F.2d 1418, 1429 (4th Cir.

1987) (hol ding that where the court issued a curative instruction
and where prosecutor’s remarks of defendant’s possible sentence
were invited by defense counsel, conviction affirmed on appeal).
Accordingly, we dispense wth 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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