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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Earl L. Hawkins was convicted by a jury of one count of conspir-
acy to possess with intent to distribute crack cocaine and marijuana,
two counts of distribution of crack, one count of distribution of mari-
juana, and one count of possession with intent to distribute marijuana.
He now appeals his conviction. We affirm.

The sole issue raised on appeal is that trial counsel's performance
was constitutionally ineffective. We have reviewed the arguments
raised by counsel in support of this claim as well as the portions of
the trial transcript reproduced in the joint appendix. We decline to
reach the merits of Hawkins' claim. It does not conclusively appear
from our review of the record that trial counsel was ineffective.
Therefore, the claim is better adjudicated, if at all, in a motion under
28 U.S.C.A. § 2255 (West Supp. 2000). See United States v. Smith,
62 F.3d 641, 651 (4th Cir. 1995); United States v. DeFusco, 949 F.2d
114, 120 (4th Cir. 1991).

We therefore affirm the convictions. We dispense with oral argu-
ments because the facts and legal contentions are adequately pre-
sented in the materials before the court and argument would not aid
the decisional process.

AFFIRMED
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