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OPI NI ON
PER CURI AM

Davi d Eugene Crawford appeals his conviction and sentence fol -
lowi ng his plea of guilty to conspiracy to possess with intent to
di s-

tribute cocaine in violation of 21 U S.C. S 846 (1994). W affirm
pursuant to the | aw of the case doctrine. See Col unbus-Aneri can

D s-

covery Goup v. Atlantic Mut. Ins. Co., 203 F.3d 291, 304 (4th
Cr.

2000) .

Crawford contends that the district court failed to establish a
fac-

tual basis for his plea, the Governnent breached the plea

agr eenent,

and the district court erred in attributing nore than five

ki | ograns of

drugs to Crawford. Crawford previously presented each of these
ar gu-

ments to the court in a notion to vacate under 28 U S.C. A S
2255.

See United States v. Crawford, No. 97-7138 (4th Cr. Sept. 3,
1998)

(per curianm) (unpublished). Because this Court previously

consi dered

these argunents on the nmerits and none of the exceptions
enuner at ed

in United States v. Aranony, 166 F.3d 655, 661 (4th GCr.), cert.
denied, 526 U.S. 1146 (1999), apply, we affirmthe district
court's

order of judgnment and conviction.
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OPI NI ON
PER CURI AM

Devin Tayl or appeals his 262-nonth sentence based upon a guilty
plea to conspiracy to distribute and possess with intent to
distribute

heroin in violation of 18 U S.C. A S 846 (Wst 1999). Taylor con-
tends that the sentencing court erred in finding he was a career
of f ender based upon his prior state court conviction for escape
from

custody. Taylor argues this prior state conviction was not a
"crime of

vi ol ence” under U.S. Sentencing Guidelines Manual S 4Bl1.2 (1998).

Because Taylor's sentence fell within the two overl appi ng, dis-
put ed gui deli nes ranges and because the court expressly announced
the sentence it inposed woul d have been the sanme under either

gui de-

| ines range, review of the issue presented by Taylor is
unnecessary.

See United States v. Wiite, 875 F.2d 427, 432-33 (4th Gr. 1989)
(quoting United States v. Berm ngham 855 F.2d 925, 931 (2d Cir.
1988)).

Accordingly, we affirm Taylor's sentence. W di spense with oral
argunment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
pre-

sented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not
aid

t he deci sional process.
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OPI NI ON
PER CURI AM

Paul David House appeals the district court's revocation of his
supervi sed rel ease term and probation sentence, and its
consecutive

sentences based on House's adm tted violations of the conditions
of

his supervised rel ease and probation. House raises three issues
on

appeal: (1) the district court erred in inposing consecutive
sent ences;

(2) the district judge failed to conmply with the provisions of 18
U s C

S 3584(b); and (3) the district court violated 18 U S.C. S
3553(c), by

failing to state its reasons for the sentence inposed. Because
House

failed to object to the sentence or the manner in which it was

i nposed, we review his clains for plain error. See United States
V.

d ano, 507 U. S. 725, 731 (1993).

Qur review of the record reveals that the district court nmade
find-

ings of fact regarding each violation of supervised rel ease and
pr oba-

tion, and that it considered the applicable guidelines

provi sions, * as

wel | as House's recidivist tendencies in inposing sentence.
Accord-

ingly, we find that the district court was well wthin its

di scretion to

I npose consecutive sentences on House's violations of his terns
of

supervi sed rel ease and probation, see United States v. Johnson,
138

F.3d 115, 119 (4th Cr. 1998), and further find that there was no
pl ain

error in the district court's conpliance with the applicable
statutory



provisions. See id.; United States v. Davis, 53 F.3d 638, 642
(4th CGr.

1995). We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and | egal
contentions are adequately presented in the materials before the
Court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.

AFFI RMED

*See Chapter 7 of the U S. Sentencing CGuidelines.
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