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OPINION

PER CURIAM: 

In these consolidated appeals, William Hamilton, Sam Green, Jr.,
and Anthony King challenge their convictions and sentences. All
three Appellants were convicted by a jury of conspiracy to possess
with intent to distribute crack cocaine in violation of 21 U.S.C.
§§ 841(a)(1), (b)(1) & 846 (2000). King was also convicted of con-
spiracy to use firearms during and in relation to drug trafficking
offense in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 924(c)(1), (o) (2000). Green was
also convicted on two counts of possession with intent to distribute
less than five grams of crack cocaine in violation of 21 U.S.C.
§ 841(a)(1) (2000). On appeal, Green challenges his sentence. Green
and Hamilton both claim the district court erred by not granting
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Green’s motion for severance. King claims the district court erred by
admitting evidence of a rifle found in a trailer home from which he
distributed crack cocaine. All the Appellants claim the district court
erred by not granting a motion for a mistrial after a Government wit-
ness referenced a polygraph examination. Finding no reversible error,
we affirm. 

The jury found Green was involved in a conspiracy to possess with
intent to distribute less than five grams of crack cocaine. Because he
had a prior felony drug conviction, he faced a maximum term of
imprisonment of thirty years. See 21 U.S.C. § 841(b)(1)(C) (2000). At
sentencing, the district court found as relevant conduct that Green was
responsible for seventy-eight grams of crack cocaine. As a result, he
was sentenced to 135 months’ imprisonment. Because he was sen-
tenced below the statutory maximum, there was no error. United
States v. White, 238 F.3d 537, 541 n.4 (4th Cir. 2001); United States
v. Kinter, 235 F.3d 192, 201 (4th Cir. 2000). In addition, the court’s
factfinding at sentencing was not clearly erroneous. 

We find the district court’s denial of Green’s motion for severance
was not clearly erroneous. United States v. Montgomery, 262 F.3d
233, 244 (4th Cir. 2001). Likewise, we find the court did not abuse
its discretion admitting evidence of a firearm found in the trailer from
which King distributed drugs. United States v. Queen, 132 F.3d 991,
995 (4th Cir. 1997). Finally, we find the court did not abuse its discre-
tion denying the motion for a mistrial. 

Accordingly, we affirm the convictions and sentences. We dispense
with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are ade-
quately presented in the materials before the court and argument
would not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED
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