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PER CURI AM

Ri chard Keith Dugger seeks to appeal the district court’s
order denying his notion filed under 28 U. S. C. A 8§ 2255 (West Supp.
2000). W have reviewed the record and the district court’s opin-
ion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certifi-
cate of appealability and dism ss the appeal on the reasoning of

the district court. See United States v. Dugger, Nos. CR-96-9; CA-

99-168 (WD. Va. Mar. 27, 2000). We note that Dugger has raised an
additional claim of ineffective assistance of counsel in his
i nformal appellate brief. Because this claimwas not presented to
the district court for consideration, it is not properly before

this court for review See Muth v. United States, 1 F.3d 246, 250

(4th Cr. 1993) (holding that issues raised for first tine on ap-
peal generally will not be considered absent exceptional circum
st ances). We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials before

the court and argunent woul d not aid the decisional process.
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