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PER CURI AM

Benny Edward Lee appeals the district court’s order denying
relief on his 28 U.S.C. § 2241 (1994) petition. W have revi ewed
the record and the district court’s opinion and find no reversible
error. W note that, even if the district court had jurisdiction

to review Lee’s clai munder Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530 U S. 466

(2000), the sentence would not be in error because his 108-nonth
sentence did not exceed the applicable statutory maxi mnum See

United States v. Angle, 254 F. 3d 514 (4th Cr.), cert. denied, 2001

WL 995333 (U. S. Cct. 1, 2001) (No. 01-5838). Thus, any such claim
woul d | ack nerit. We affirmon the reasoning of the district court.

Lee v. Dodrill, No. CA-01-167-5-3F (E.D.N.C. Apr. 27, 2001). W

di spense with oral argunment 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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