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PER CURI AM

Keith Lamar G bson seeks to appeal the district court's order
denying his nmotion filed under 28 U S.CA § 2255 (Wst Supp
1999). We have reviewed the record and the district court's opin-
ion and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certifi-
cate of appealability and dism ss the appeal substantially on the

reasoning of the district court. See United States v. G bson, Nos.

CR-94-614; CA-97-239-4-12 (D.S.C. Aug. 31, 1999). Wth regard to
G bson's claimthat the district court failed to advise himof his
right to appeal, we find that he was not entitled to relief because
the district court infornmed hi mof his right to appeal his sentence

during the plea colloquy. See Pequero v. United States, 526 U. S.

23, 24 (1999) (holding that "a district court's failure to advise
t he defendant of his right to appeal does not entitle himto habeas
relief if he knew of his right and hence suffered no prejudice from
the om ssion"). 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 deci sional process.
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