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PER CURI AM

Appel | ant Kevin Al gerio appeals froma sentence i nposed as a
result of his pleading guilty to violating the terns of his super-
vised rel ease. Al gerio contends that the district court abused its
di scretion by sentencing himto the high end of the guideline
range. However, a claimthat a court erred by inposing a sentence
at the high or lowend of a correctly cal cul ated gui deline range is

generally not reviewable. United States v. Jones, 18 F.3d 1145,

1151 (4th CGr. 1994). Because Algerio has not alleged that his

sentence was based on an unconstitutional classification, ee

(7]

United States v. Holnes, 60 F.3d 1134, 1137 (4th G r. 1995), the

sentence of the district court is unreviewable. Accordingly, we
dism ss Algerio's challenge to his sentence. W di spense with oral
argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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