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PER CURI AM

Sharon P. Mckle appeals the district court’s order denying
her 18 U.S.C. 8§ 3582(c)(2) (1994) notion for resentencing.” W have
reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoni ng of the

district court. See United States v. Mckle, No. CR91-44 (E. D

Va. July 19, 2000). W dispense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the court and argunent would not aid the decisional

process.

AFFI RVED

*

M ckl e rai sed i ssues before this court that were not raised
below. W generally do not consider issues raised for the first
time on appeal. See Hornel v. Helvering, 312 U. S. 552, 556 (1941);
G ossman v. Commir, 182 F.3d 275, 280-81 (4th Cr. 1999); Skipper
v. French, 130 F.3d 603, 610 (4th Cr. 1997). Mboreover, the addi -
tional issues raised by Mckle are not properly addressed in a 18
U.S.C. § 3582 noti on.




