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PER CURI AM

Anthony Ciff Hallett seeks to appeal the district court’s
order denying his notion filed under 28 U S.C A § 2255 (West 1994
& Supp. 1998). We have reviewed the record and district court’s
opi nion accepting the reconmmendati on of the magi strate judge and
find no reversible error. Accordingly, we deny a certificate of
appeal ability and di sm ss the appeal substantially on the reasoning

of the district court. See United States v. Hallett, Nos. CR-93-8;

CA-97-517-2 (MD.N.C. June 22, 1998). Further, we note that
Hal l ett’ s clai mregardi ng Federal Rule of Evidence 801(d)(2)(E) is
neritless, because the coconspirator testinony that he attacks was
not hearsay. Finally, Hallett waived appellate reviewof his claim
under 18 U.S.C. 8§ 201(c)(2) (1994) by failing to raise this claim
in his objections to the magi strate judge’'s recommendation. See

Wight v. Collins, 766 F.2d 841, 845-46 (4th Gr. 1985). W dis-

pense with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions
are adequately presented in the nmaterials before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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