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Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.

Howard Anthony Riley, Appellant Pro Se. Janes Richard Al sup,
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Epner, OFFI CE OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Greenbelt, Maryl and,
for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Howard A. Riley seeks to appeal the district court's orders
(1) denying his notion filed under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 (1994), anended
by Antiterrorismand Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996, Pub. L.
No. 104-132, 110 Stat. 1214, and (2) denying his notion for recon-
sideration. W have reviewed the record and the district court's
opi nion denying relief on Riley's 8§ 2255 notion and find no rever-
si bl e error and no abuse of discretion. Accordingly, we deny a cer-
tificate of appealability and dism ss the appeal on the reasoning

of the district court. United States v. Riley, Nos. CR-90-99-HAR

CA- 96- 530-HAR (D. Md. June 18, 1996). In light of this disposition,
Appel l ant's notion for appointnment of counsel is denied. W dis-
pense with oral argunment 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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