Filed: April 2, 2001
UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 00-7370
(CR-97-445, CA-99-920-AM

United States of Anerica,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

ver sus

M chael Adrian Thonas,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

ORDER

The court anends its opinion filed March 28, 2001, as foll ows:
On the cover sheeet, section 3, line 3 -- the district court
nunbers are corrected to read “CR-97-445, CA-99-920-AM"”

For the Court - By Direction

/s/ Patricia S. Connor
G erk




UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 00-7370

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

ver sus

M CHAEL ADRI AN THOVAS,

Def endant - Appel | ant.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Eastern D s-
trict of Virginia, at Al exandria. Jerone B. Friedman, District
Judge. (CR-97-445, CA-99-920-AM

Submitted: March 22, 2001 Deci ded: WMarch 28, 2001

Before WLKINS, LUTTIG and M CHAEL, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpubl i shed per curiam opi nion.

M chael Adrian Thomas, Appellant Pro Se. Janes L. Trunp, OFFICE OF
THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Al exandria, Virginia, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

M chael Adrian Thomas appeals fromthe district court’s order
denying his 28 U S.C. A 8§ 2255 (West Supp. 2000) notion. On ap-
peal, Thomas argues only issues not raised in district court. W
decline to consider these clains for the first time on appeal. See

First Va. Banks, Inc. v. BP Exploration & Gl Inc., 206 F.3d 404,

407 n.1 (4th Gr. 2000) (declining to consider issues raised for

the first time on appeal); Miuth v. United States, 1 F.3d 246, 250

(4th Gr. 1993) (holding that issues raised for the first time on
appeal will not be considered absent exceptional circunstances of
pl ain error or fundanmental m scarriage of justice). Therefore, we
deny a certificate of appealability and dism ss the appeal. We
di spense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



