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PER CURIAM:

Garland Ellison was convicted of mailing threatening
communications, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 876(c) (2006). He
now appeals, contending that defense counsel was 1i1neffective.
We affirm.

To allow for adequate development of the record, a
defendant ordinarily must raise a claim of ineffective
assistance of counsel iIn a 28 U.S.C.A. § 2255 (West Supp- 2010)
motion unless i1t conclusively appears on the face of the record

that counsel provided iInadequate assistance. United States v.

Richardson, 195 F.3d 192, 198 (4th Cir. 1999). Our review of
the record, including a forensic report and transcripts of the
competency hearing and jury trial, reveals that ineffective
assistance does not conclusively appear on the face of the
record. We therefore affirm. We dispense with oral argument
because the facts and legal contentions are adequately presented
in the materials before the court and argument would not aid the
decisional process.

AFFIRMED



