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PER CURI AM

Appel |l ant appeals the district court's order denying his
notion filed under 28 U. S.C. 8§ 2255 (1994) (current version at 28
U S . C A 8 2255 (West 1994 & Supp. 1997)). We previously denied a
certificate of appeal ability and di sm ssed on the reasoni ng of the
district court. Appellant filed atinely petition for rehearing in
whi ch he asserts that the Suprenme Court's recent decision in Lindh
v. Mirphy, 521 U.S. __, 65 U.S.L.W 4557 (U.S. June 23, 1997) (No.
96-6298), alters the appropriate disposition of the appeal. W
grant Appellant's petition for rehearing on that basis. As we
stated in our prior opinion, we have reviewed the record and the
district court's opinionandfindnoreversibleerror. Accordingly,

we affirm on the reasoning of the district court. Mtchell V.

United States, Nos. CR-90-63, CA-95-1208-R (WD. Va. July 19,

1996). We deny Appellant's remaining ground for relief in the
petition for rehearing. W di spense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisiona

Process.

AFFI RVED



