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PER CURI AM

David P. Bowran seeks to appeal the district court’s orders
denying his nmotion filed under 28 U S.CA § 2255 (Wst Supp
2000), and denying his notion for reconsideration. W have re-
viewed the record and the district court’s opinion and find no
reversible error.” Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appeal -
ability and dismss the appeal on the reasoning of the district

court. See United States v. Bowran, Nos. CR-88-12-R CA-97-301-3

(E.D. Va. Aug. 31, 1999 & May 5, 2000). W dispense with ora
argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED

Bowran alleges for the first time on appeal that his sen-
tence was illegal under Apprendi v. New Jersey, 120 S. C. 2348
(2000). Even if this claimwere properly before the court, Bowran
was not sentenced above the statutory maxi mum for the offense of
conviction. As aresult, the sentence does not inplicate the con-
cerns raised in Apprendi. United States v. Angle, F.3d
2000 W 1515159 (4th Cr. Cct. 12, 2000), petition for rehearing
filed, Cct. 26, 2000 (No. 96-4662).




