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PER CURI AM

Jam e Ray Everett appeals the district court’s order denying
his notion for reconsideration of the court’s dism ssal wthout
prejudi ce of his petition filed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2241 (1994)
for failure to exhaust his admnistrative renedies. To the extent
that Everett seeks to chal |l enge the conputation of his sentence, he

must exhaust adm nistrative renedies. See United States v. W1l son,

503 U. S. 329, 334-37 (1992). To the extent that Everett seeks to
chal l enge the validity of his conviction, such a claimmy only be
raised in a notion pursuant to 28 U S.C.A 8§ 2255 (West Supp.

1999)." See generally Swain v. Pressley, 430 U S. 372, 381 (1977);

United States v. MIller, 871 F.2d 488, 489-90 (4th Gr. 1989).

Accordingly, we affirmthe district court’s order. W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |legal contentions are
adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

" Because Everett has already filed one § 2255 noti on, he may
not file another § 2255 notion absent authorization fromthis court
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. A 8§ 2244 (West 1994 & Supp. 2000).



