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PER CURI AM

Janes Edward Thonas seeks to appeal the district court’s
orders denying his nmotion filed under 28 U S.C A § 2255 (West
Supp. 2001) and denying reconsideration of that order. We have
reviewed the record and the district court’s orders and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of
appeal ability and dismss the appeal on the reasoning of the

district court.” United States v. Thomas, Nos. CR-97-299; CA-00-

206-3-1-V (WD.N.C. Apr. 23 & July 19, 2001). W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and legal <contentions are
adequately presented in the naterials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

" To the extent Thomas attenpts to argue i ssues not raised in
his 8 2255 notion, those i ssues are not consi dered here because he
has not shown exceptional circunstances. See Muth v. United States,
1 F.3d 246, 250 (4th Cr. 1993).




