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PER CURI AM

Raf ael Urena noved the district court to allow an untinely
appeal fromhis plea of guilty to conspiracy to distribute heroin,
in violation of 21 U S.C A § 846 (Wst 1999), and resulting 151
nont h sentence. Urena asserts that his original appeal was dis-
m ssed because counsel failed to prosecute the appeal. In fact,
this court granted the Governnent’s notion to dismss the appeal

upon finding that Urena waived his right to appeal. United States

v. Urena, No. 00-4307 (4th Cr. Oder of Cctober 10, 2000). As we
conclude that the district court properly ruled on the notions
before it, we deny a certificate of appealability and dism ss the

appeal on the reasoning of the district court. United States v.

Urena, Nos. CR-99-395-A; CA-01-1159-AM (E.D. Va. Aug. 14, 2001).
Urena al so chal |l enges the district court’s denial of his notion to
reconsider this order. W hold that the district court did not
abuse its discretion in denying the notion to reconsider. W dis-
pense with oral argunent because the facts and |egal contentions
are adequately presented in the material before the court and

argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.
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