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PER CURIAM: 
 

Jermaine Antonio Ross appeals from the district court’s 

order denying his request for free copies of his plea and 

sentencing transcripts.  Ross contends that his sentencing 

transcript is necessary to support a claim of ineffective 

assistance of counsel in a yet-to-be-filed 28 U.S.C. § 2255 

(2012) motion.  Because Ross has no pending § 2255 motion, and 

he may adequately raise his ineffective assistance of counsel 

claim in a § 2255 motion without the preparation of the 

transcripts, we affirm the district court’s judgment.  If Ross 

files a § 2255 motion, the district court may then consider 

whether an answer is required and whether transcript preparation 

or some other form of discovery is necessary to decide Ross’ 

claim.  See Rule 4(b), Rules Governing Section 2255 Proceedings 

(requiring court to examine § 2255 motion and determine if 

answer is required); Rule 5(c) (providing that court may order 

government to furnish transcripts); Rule 6(a) (allowing district 

court to authorize discovery for good cause).  We dispense with 

oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are 

adequately presented in the materials before this court and 

argument would not aid the decisional process. 

 

AFFIRMED 

 


