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PER CURI AM

Ti not hy Bl ackwel | seeks to appeal the district court's order
denying his nmotion filed under 28 U S . C A 8 2255 (West 1994 &
Supp. 1997). We have reviewed the record and the district court's
opinion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a cer-
tificate of appealability and dism ss the appeal substantially on

the reasoning of the district court. United States v. Blackwell,

Nos. CR-90-319; CA-96-2854-0-6 (D.S.C. WMar. 4, 1997). Because
Bl ackwel | 's clains of ineffective trial and appell ate counsel are
W thout nerit, we find it unnecessary to address whether Bl ack-
well's notion was tinely under the Anti-Terrorism and Effective
Death Penalty Act of 1996 (AEDPA), Pub. L. No. 104-132, 110 Stat.
1214. Finally, we deny Bl ackwel | 's notion for oral argunent 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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