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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.
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OFFICE OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Norfolk, Virginia, for
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Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Brett C. Kinberlin appeals the district court’s order denying
his notion filed under Fed. R Cv. P. 60(b), in which he sought
reconsideration of the court’s order denying relief on his 28
U S C 8§ 2241 (1994) petition. W have reviewed the record and t he
district court’s opinion and find no reversible error. Accor d-
ingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the district court. Kinberlin
v. Dewalt, No. CA-99-979-2 (E.D. Vva. Cct. 20, 2000). In addition,
we decline to consider the clainms Kinberlin raises for the first

time on appeal. See Muth v. United States, 1 F.3d 246, 250 (4th

Cr. 1993) (holding that issues raised for first tinme on appea
generally will not be considered absent exceptional circunstances
of plain error or fundanental m scarriage of justice). W dispense
with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are
adequately presented in the materials before the court and argunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RVED



