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PER CURI AM

Derrick Hugh Dehaney 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 certif-
icate of appealability and dism ss the appeal on the reasoning of

the district court.” United States v. Dehaney, Nos. CR-96-49; CA-

99-343 (WD. Va. Dec. 6, 2000). W dispense with oral argunent
because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in
the materials before the court and argunment would not aid the

deci si onal process.

DI SM SSED

" Dehaney al so rai ses on appeal an equal protection claimthat

he did not assert in the district court. This court will not
address issues raised for the first tinme on appeal except in
excepti onal circunstances not present here. G ossman V.

Conmmi ssi oner, 182 F.3d 275, 280-81 (4th G r. 1999).




