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Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opi nion.
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PER CURI AM

Ti mot hy John Pulliampled guilty to one count of possessi on of
a firearmafter having been convicted of a crine punishable by nore
t han one year inprisonnent, in violation of 18 U S.C. 88 922(g),
924(e) (2000). The district court determ ned that Pulliamqualified
as an arned career crimnal under 18 U S.C. 8 924(e) (2000), and
sentenced himto a total of 182 nonths inprisonnent. He appeal s his
sent ence.

Pul |l i am asserts that because the predicate convictions under
8§ 924(e) were not alleged in the indictnent, the enhanced offense
| evel used to cal cul ate his sentence violates the rul e announced in

Apprendi v. New Jersey, 530 U S. 466 (2000). W have previously

rejected a simlar argunent, and conclude that Pulliam s assertion

of error is without nerit. United States v. Sterling, 283 F. 3d 216,

219-20 (4th Cir.), cert. denied, 536 U S. 931 (2002).

Accordingly, we affirmPullian s conviction and sentence. W
di spense with oral 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.
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