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PER CURIAM:*

Jack Honeycutt appeals from the district court’s dismissal of

his 28 U.S.C. § 2255 petition to vacate, set aside or correct his

sentence under 18 U.S.C. §§ 922(g)(1) (felon in possession of a

firearm) and 924(e)(1) (armed career criminal).  The magistrate

judge correctly determined that Honeycutt failed to make the proper

showing of prejudice required by Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S.

668, 693, 104 S.Ct. 2052, 2067, 80 L.Ed.2d 674 (1984) (holding that



convicted defendants claiming ineffective assistance of counsel

must demonstrate both deficient performance and prejudice), and by

United States v. Olano, 507 U.S. 725, 737, 113 S.Ct. 1770, 1779,

123 L.Ed.2d 508 (1993) (“presence of alternate jurors during jury

deliberations” does not constitute reversible error “independent of

its prejudicial impact”).

Accordingly, we affirm for substantially the reasons set out

in the Report and Recommendation of the United States Magistrate

Judge, which the district court adopted.

AFFIRMED.


