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PER CURI AM

Appel  ant seeks to appeal the district court’s order denying
his motion filed under 28 U.S.C. A. § 2255 (West 1994 & Supp. 1998).
W have reviewed the record and the district court’s opinion and
find no reversible error. To the extent that Hall challenges his
sentence, these clains have been waived by his failure to raise

themon direct appeal. See Stone v. Powell, 428 U S. 465, 477 n.10

(1976); United States v. Enmanuel, 869 F.2d 795, 796 (4th Cr.

1989). To the extent that Hall asserts ineffective assistance of
counsel based on the all eged sentencing errors, Hall fails to show
t hat counsel’s perfornmance was objectively unreasonabl e or that he

was prejudi ced thereby. See Strickland v. Washi ngton, 466 U.S. 668,

687-95 (1984).
Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appealability and dis-
m ss the appeal on the reasoning of the district court. See United

States v. Hall, Nos. CR-92-78-F, CA-97-170-1F-5 (E.D.N.C. Nov. 18,

1997). We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the

court and argunent would not aid the decisional process.
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