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PER CURI AM

Craig O Copley appeals the district court’s order denying his
notion for a discharge hearing (No. 99-6388) and his notion to
represent hinmself (No. 99-6387). W have reviewed the record and
find no reversible error.

Because only counsel or a legal guardian may file a notion for
a di scharge hearing on behalf of a conmtted person, the district
court properly denied this notion without prejudice. See 18 U. S.C
8 4247(h) (1994). Further, Copley’ s notion to represent hinself
was properly denied, as the statute does not permt himto repre-
sent hinself inthe filing of a notion for discharge. |In addition,
because Copley may renew his notion at any future discharge
hearing, the instant notion was premature.

Therefore, we affirm W dispense with oral argunment because
the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the na-
terials before the court and argunent woul d not aid the deci sional

process.
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