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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeal s fromthe district court's order granting his
28 U.S.C. 8§ 2255 (1988) notion to the extent that Appellant was
I ncorrectly sentenced as a career of fender, and resent enci ng Appel -
| ant based on an additional anmount of uncharged drugs pursuant to
USSG 2D1. 1, coment. (n.12) (Nov. 1994). Appellant's objectionis
that the additional drug anmount was not included in calculating
Appel l ant's origi nal sentence. W have revi ewed the record and t he
district court's opinionandfindnoreversibleerror. The district
court properly considered Appel |l ant' s sentence de novo, entertain-
i ng evidence relating to the additional amount of uncharged drugs

pursuant to USSG 2D1.1, comment. (n.12). See, e.qg., United States

v. Bell, 5 F.3d 64, 67 (4th Cr. 1993) (concerning resentencing
upon appel |l ate remand). We di spense with oral argunent because the
facts and | egal contentions are adequately presented in the mate-
rials before the Court and argunment would not aid the decisional

Pprocess.
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